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Digests of Recent Opinions 


TRIAL — Judgment reversed for| guilty of contributory negligence | 


inflammatory and improper re- 

marks of counsel in summation 

which exceeded the bounds of 
proper comment and argument. 

NEGLIGENCE — AUTOMOBILES 
—Held, whether passengers were 
guilty of contributory negligence 
in failing to alight from car 
after realizing it was dangerous 
to continue with the driver, 
was, under the circumstances, 
jury question. 

—While a passenger ordinarily 
has no duty to control or direct 
the driver or to warn him of 
specific dangers of which there 
is reason to belicve he is aware, 
when it should become appar- 
ent the vehicle is being driv- 
en negligently the passenger 
should protest to the driver and 
if the protests are disregarded, 
there is a duty to leave the car 
when a reasonable opportunity 
is afforded, if a reasonably pru- 
dent man would do so in like 
circumstances. 

—The duty of a passenger to 
alight from the vehicle which he 
knows is being operated negli- 
gently is qualified by the cir- 
cumstances, 

NEGLIGENCE — INTOXICATION 
—Voluntary intoxication does 
not excuse acts or omissions 
which fail to conform to the 
conduct of the reasonably pru- 
dent and sober man. 

NEGLIGENCE Contributory 
negligence will not bar recovery 
if defendant has been guilty of 
wanton or wilful misconduct. 

—Jury should be charged, in pro- 
per case, that plaintiff’s con- 
tributory negligence will not 
bar recovery if his injuries were 
caused by defendant’s reckless 
disregard for plaintiff’s safety. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Freund, J.A.D., rendered Feb. 5, 

1960. Appellate Div. Tabor v. 
O'Grady. For appellant Sidney 
M. Schreiber (Schreiber, Lancas- 
ter & Demos, attys). For respon- 
dents—Jerome B. Litvak (Braff, 
Litvak & Ertag, attys). 

Plaintiffs were passengers in 
the rear seat of a car driven by 
ellant which crashed into a 
after a ride from Elizabeth 
wark at speeds in excess of 
miles per hour. Plaintiffs had 
nent for their personal in- 
and defendant appeals con- 
ng plaintiffs were guilty of 
butory negligence as a mat- 
‘ér Of law and that their coun- 
2's summation was improper, 
rejudicial and inflamatory. 

The uncontroverted testimony 
was that appellant drove the car 

0 to 75 miles per hour, that 
ellant had offered to drive 
intiffs and another passenger 

e. that it was after 3 AM., 
plaintiff Tabor lived in Lin- 
én, that in the course of the 
ride the other passenger at least 
‘Wice told appellant to slow down 
: Nat appellant merely replied 
vou chicken?” Plaintiffs ex- 
d they did not protest be- 
they heard the other pass- 
protest and thought saying 
ing would make it worse. 
A beginning of Broad Street 
‘ Newark appellant stopped to 
“2@cK a hub cap and then reen- 
‘ered the car and continued the 
Wud ride down Broad Street un- 
‘4 (fashing into the pole. There 
48 also evidence that plaintiff 
was intoxicated, and an ad- 
lon by Tabor that he recog- 
i the danger but did not get 
: the car because of the in- 
hvenience in getting back to 
Linden. 

_ Defendant argued that since 

-400r was cognizant of appel- 

ants reckless operation he was 
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in not taking affirmative action 
to avoid the manifest danger. 
Plaintiff's argument in reply, 
adopted by the trial judge, was 
that it was open to the jury to 
find he was intoxicated, did not 
therefore appreciate the peril, and 
was hence not required to leave 
the car when appellant stopped 
to check the hub cap. 

Held: It is not necessary to de- 
cide whether there was sufficient 
evidence of intoxication to pre- 
sent a jury issue as that question 
was not material to the issue of 
contributory negligence. The 
mere fact that plaintiffs, or either 
of them, were intoxicated does not 
exculpate them from the charge 
of contributory negligence. 

A passenger in an automobile 
must exercise such reasonable 


care and caution as an ordinarily | 
prudent person would exercise | 


under like circumstances. While 
a passenger ordinarily has no 


| duty to control or direct the dri- 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 











Transferee Bound By 
Taxpayer's Waiver Of 
Limitation Period 


A transferee of a taxpayer who 


acquires the taxpayer’s property | 
subject to recorded federal tax/| 


liens, is bound by the taxpayer’s 
execution of Waiver-Form 900, 
after the transfer, extending the 
assessment and collection period 
for corporate taxes beyond the 
original six year period of limita- 
tions. This was the holding of 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Third Circuit in U.S. v. Vassallo, 
et als., No. 12973, opinion by 
Staley, C.J., filed Feb. 4, 1960. 
In the matter before the court 


the transferee had purchased cer- | 
‘Sunset Beach Amusement Corp., 


tain property from the taxpayer 
in 1954, within six years after the 
initial assessment of federal taxes 
against the corporate taxpayer. 
There were then on record tax 
liens for the taxes involved. In 
1955 the taxpayer, without the 
transferee’s consent, executed 
waivers extending the period for 
collection of the tax to Dec. 31, 
1960. The government instituted 
the present action to enforce its 
liens in 1957 and sold the property 
in 1959. 

In rejecting the transferee’s 
contention that as to him en- 
forcement of the lien was barred 
by limitation and that he was not 
bound by the waiver, the court 
held that he was not a bona fide 
purchaser for value, that his con- 
sent was not required to make the 
waiver valid against the trans- 
feror, that his rights could rise 
no higher than those of the trans- 
feror, and that since the waiver 
was binding on the transferor it 
was binding on the transferee. 


Senator To Study Need 
For Additional Judges 


State Senator Wesley L. Lance, 
a member of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, has announced that 
he is undertaking a study of the 
State’s need for additional Judges. 
The Senator said he will analyze 
the case load over the past sev- 
eral years, and with his former 
experience as a county judge as 
background will endeavor to ans- 
wer the following three questions: 

1. Should legislation be adopted 
to permit additional County Court 
Judges in some counties. 

2. Are pre-trial conferences use- 
less in certain types of cases. 

3. Are additional Superior Court 
Judges needed, and if so, how 
many. 





'trial court 


| Additional County 


| Judges Authorized 


} 


A new law, providing for addi- 





itonal county judges in certain 
counties, was signed by Governor 
Meyner last week. The law, des- 


ignated as Chap. 198 L 1959, pro- 
vides for additional county 
judge in counties with populations 
of between 150,000 and 260,000 and 
for three additional judges 
counties with 
260,000. 


nN 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


February 1 to 8, 1960 


NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 


below have been sent to each county 


law library. Any member of the bar 
may secure a copy of the opinion in 
any particular case, without charge, 
by writing to the Clerk of the Su- 
State House Annex, 


preme Court, 
Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 

| Appeals 

|O’Donnell v. Morris Co. Bd. of 


- | Freehoiders et al. (A-57, decided 


| Feb. 8, 1960) 


Modified judgment of Appel- 
llate Division which had upheld 
validity of county resolutions al- 
|lowing freeholders $100 a month 
expenses and had held that the 
expenses must thereafter be 
itemized in accordance with RS. 
40:5-1 although not requiring 
such itemization for payments 
already made. R.S. 40:20-72 does 
not prohibit reimbursement, over 
salary, of freeholders for ex- 
penses incurred but resolutions 
at issue are void for not requir- 
ing itemization and certification 


jin accordance with RS. 40:5-1. 


As for payments already made 
should allow free- 
holders a set reasonable time in 
which to itemize and certify ex- 
penses or make refund to county. 


et al v. Belk, et als (A-54, decided 
Feb. 8, 1960) 


Affirmed judgment for specific 
performance in favor of plain- 
tiff seller against buyer but re- 
versed judgment in favor of buy- 


er’s attorney who had posted 
cashier’s checks in escrow for 
payment which purchaser was 


required to make at final settle- 
ment and then refused to release 
his hold on 
undisclosed individual interest 
as potential mortgagee. Directed 
application of those moneys to 
buyer’s obligation. While provi- 
sion had allowed buyer either to 
perform or pay deposit as liquid- 
ated damages his action in mak- 


jing final settlement, which was 


subject to certain provisions 
which the seller later fulfilled, 
barred a decision to pay dam- 
ages. 


3) 


(Continued on page 5, col. 





Essex Bar Library 
To Move 


| 

| 

The Essex County Bar As- 
| sociation Library will be mov- 
ed during the week of Febru- 
|ary 15th, 1960 from its present 
|location at 744 Broad Street, 
to the new home provided by 
the Essex County Bar Found- 
| ation at 92 Washington Street, 
| which will be open for use on 
February 23rd. Arrangements 
have been made with the 
|Rutgers Law School Library 
| (53 Washington Street) to ac- 
commodate our members dur- 
ling this period. The Seton 
|Hall Law School Library (31 
|Clinton Street) will also be 
| open to members of the Essex 
County Bar Association dur- 
ing this emergency. 





in 
populations over| There are statutes and cases|en Service cases, where Judge 


them by asserting an | 


‘Price Fixing - A 


By Joseph H. Stamler* 

Price fixing has been and con- 
tinues to be one of the most 
controversial problems to come 
before the court with consistent 
resulting confusion. No firm and 
established highway has been 
drawn for legal price fixing. 





which at first glance seem to 


| present the broad avenues of an} 


|express thruway, but around 
| each 


| which, if care is not exercised, 


|may lead to frightening colli-| 


|sion with large judgments, large 
fines and jail terms. 

The business men of the Uni- 
ted States have observed the 
passing parade with great fear. 
With concern they note the ever- 








Deny Order To Remove 
Obstruction From 
Navigable Stream 


The U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Third Circuit, on Feb. 3, 1960, 
ruled that the District Court had 
properly denied the government’s 
action for a mandatory injunction 
requiring the defendant to remove 
from a navigable river a bar pro- 
jecting some 50 ft. from the shore 
line which had been created by 
torrential rain washing earth and 
brush into the river bed from the 
location in which it had allegedly 
been negligently placed by the 
defendant. 

The government’s action was 
brought pursuant to Sections 10 
and 12 of the Rivers and Harbors 
Act, 33 U.S.C., Secs. 403 and 406, 
and under the Federal courts gen- 
eral equity jurisdiction. 

In rejecting the government’s 
claim, the court held that Sec. 12 
of the aforesaid act only author- 
izes an injunction for the “re- 
moval of any structures or parts 


of the provisions of Sec. 10”; that 
this provision was limited to the 
purposeful creation of something 


tion work 
sense; and that defendant’s con- 


caused the earth slide and the re- 
sultant bar could not be charac- 
| terized as the building or erec- 
tion of a structure so as to come 
within the statutory power to 
issue the mandatory injunction. 
The court also held that the lower 
court had properly weighed the 
equities in passing on the alterna- 


the court’s general equity powers, 
and had not, on the facts, acted 
| unreasonably in declining to im- 
| pose on defendant the burden and 
| expense of removing the bar. 

| The opinion by Hastie, C.J., was 
| filed in US. v. Bigan, No. 12,958. 








‘Proposes New System Of 
International Courts 


Creation of a new system of 
|international courts in which 
| problems between nations would 
|be settled by law and lawyers 
|instead of by war and soldiers, 
;was advocated by Charles S. 
| Rhyne at the luncheon address 
'of the conference on the World 
| Court held in Newark, on Satur- 
| day. 
| Rhyne, former president of the 
A.B.A. and chairman of its Com- 
| mittee on World Peace Through 
| Law, proposed a world wide sys- 
tem of courts with at least one 
court in each country. He said 
| public opinion should encourage 
| the nations 
| these courts within their borders 





(Continued on page 6, col. 5) 


bend there are detours | 


of structures erected in violation | 


formulated or designed, construc- | 
in the conventional | 


duct even though it negligently | 


tive claim for injunction under | 


to accommodate | 


Legitimate Child 


Disinherited 


| increasing awards in unfair com- 

petition and private treble dam- 
|age anti-trust actions. The in- 
|crease in the amount of fines 
| encouraged by Act of Congress 
|is disturbing, but the “Panic 
Button” is feverishly pressed as 
| they read about the recent Lin- 


|Palmieri in the Southern Dis- 
' trict of New York sentenced five 
| principal officers of five princi- 
pal laundry companies to jail 
|after the Court, who had tried 
the case without a -jury, found 
both the corporations and the 
|officers guilty. This perhaps is 
|noteworthy, for it is the first 
| time since the passage of the 
|Sherman Act in 1890 that jail 


2 
| sentences were imposed. 


| Another first took place in the 
{Southern District of Ohio on 
| October 15th of this year. There, 
| after accepting nolo contendere 
pleas, the Judge sentenced four 
business men to jail, notwith- 
standing pleas as to their civic, 
business and social standing; 
notwithstanding the age and 
physical disabilities of some de- 
fendants'. (I commend to your 





attention the statements of 
Judge Underwood upon sentence 
day. A large danger signal 


| appears for any lawyer who finds 
{comfort in advising a nolo con- 
| tendere plea). Each of these mat- 
|ters involved “price fixing.” 
| When the “Panic Button” is 

pounded by the business man, 
| his platoon of attorneys responds 
|rapidly to the call and are di- 
|rected to answer these questions 
| Specifically: Can we legally 

price-protect our product? If so, 
|how? A dismal note is sounded 
'as the attorneys leave the hal- 
|lowed chambers of their client 
| with the mournful warning: If 
| we cannot price-protect our pro- 
|duct or our patent, we might as 
| well close up. 

What answer can the lawyers 
| give? Is there a broad highway 
of legitimate price fixing? Is it 
a narrow, but well-defined path 
through the dark forest? Or is it 
'a trek in a dismal swamp with 
a few stepping stones, some par- 
tially concealed? 

A few decisions, spaced many 
years apart, have almost estab- 
lished what are legal and illegal 
activities in the establishment 
and maintenance o* price, but 
arriving at the threshold of ex- 
act description the Courts back 
;up hurriedly, ignore the oppor- 
ltunity to print a road-map for 
others to follow, and refuse to 
fix a specific pattern. Thereaf- 
ter, from time to time, in sub- 
sequent decisions, the Courts 
spread confusion in their ef- 
forts to avoid directly overruling 
prior determinations and leave 
the scene of the crime without 
establishing any standard of le- 
gality for future conduct. 

“Unfair competition” is a very 
broad body of law. Within that 
vast area, price fixing is unfair 
competition and a failure to 
conform to fixed prices is un- 
fair competition. How can this 
be? There never has been a com- 
pletely satisfactory definition 
for the tort of “unfair competi- 
tion.” The failure of the Courts 
to develop a sound concept of 
“unfair competition” has influ- 
enced many harassed plaintiffs 
|to resort to the anti-trust laws; 
has induced many beleaguered 





(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 


* This is another in a series of articles 
sponsored by the Patent Section of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association. The article is 
an address delivered to the Patent Section by 
Joseph H. Stamler at the Mid-Year Meeting 
lof the Section in Atlantic City. Norman N. 
| Popper, Section Chairman. 

1. United States v. McDonough Co., et als 
(1959) U.S.D.C. So. Dist. Ohio. CCH 75,882. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS ALIMONY — A decrease in the | since her husband left her, and; Fg¢e Court Action For 
: ' Z | husband’s resources is a suf- | still requiring possession thereof | S 
(Continued from page 1) tion does not itself constitute} ficient ground for a reduction |to maintain herself should not | unday Telephone Sale; 

. ~ | negligence, it does not excus@ acts} in alimony payments. | be compelled to deliver up to de- | cee eaar L! 
pa ee ee ee or omissions which fail to con- | HUSBAND AND WIFE — Where | fendant one half the property| PITTSBURG (ACCN)— A ne; 
lieve the driver is aware. when it form to the conduct of the rea-| wife has had possession and |in kind or value. application of a Pennsylvani: 
should become on eek taak the | sonably prudent and sober man. | use of furniture and other | Unless the court specifies other- jlaw prohibiting Sunday sales he 
ccliaie te hate iy nevligent.|..Nevertheless, the question of} common property since hus- | wise, provisions for support in-| involved three Pittsburgh firm | 
ly, reasonable pices on ines that | Wether plaintiffs failed to act as| band left and still requires |clude the ordinary day to day 1M court action. ae 
ae ca lomanek nate pow if the | reasonably prudent men in failing; same in order to maintain living expenses, but do not cover Although these compani 
protests are disregarded there is | to leave the car was a question | herself, she should not be | extraordinary medical expenses.| were not open for business or | 
a duty to leave the car when a | of fact for the jury and not one compelled to deliver up to hus- | There is no question about the Sunday, they had advertised the. | 
emecmnaiiie opportunity is afforded | of law for the court. While mere band one half thereof in kind | necessity of the operation and no would accept telephone orders | 
if @ reasonabi m de t | convenience would not excuse a} or in value after separate | provision therefor in the origin- City Solicitor David Stahl rule; 

aS y prudent man) passenger from availing himself; maintenance judgment; Eber-|al judgment here. She has no/| that sales or offers to sell cor. 

would do so under the circum- | : ee . : _ 

stances. The duty to alight is | of the opportunity to leave a ve-| hard case distinguished. resources and defendant must | modities on Sunday are prohiti:. 
salified Eager od — S/hicle in face of known danger, SEPARATE MAINTENANCE — | bear the expense. As to the cost, | ed by a 1959 act of the legisiz. — 
q y the circumstances. | under the circumstances present,, ALIMONY — Unless otherwise | defendant produced testimony | ture. | 
When plaintiffs entered the car| such as the hour, the apparent| specified, provisions for sup- | that the operation and post op- —— 
there was no reason for anticipat- | lack of transportation, the short) port include ordinary living | erative care could be had for less pose of laying a foundation {c: 7 
ing appellant would not drive | ride involved, and the circum- expenses but do not cover ex-|than that fixed by the wife’s a mandamus proceeding, ¢ | 
competently. And there was nO| stances of the stop, the issue was traordinary medical expenses. | doctor. The trial judge held the | the granting of the mandamu 
evidence appellant was not alert | for the jury —Wife should have right to | operation was to be had on the |js not discretionary as it is th: 
to _the peril he was creating; | Furthermore, contributory neg- choose own surgeon with ex- | wife’s terms and defendant was creditor’s only remedy to enforce: ( 
plaintiffs were therefore not in| Jigence is not available as a de-| pemses payable by husband | to pay all expenses. This was | pis judgment. — 
violation of the duty to warn of | fense when the defendant has! and not be required to look /proper. It was not shown the Plaintiffs a re 
danger. As to the obligation to | been guilty, not merely of negli- for bargains. a treatment was unnecessary or titled to an order directing th: I 
protest, as distinguished from the| gence, but of wanton or wilful Digested from an opinion by | the fee exorbitant. Surgery is no Bd. of Health to pay the jude. I 
duty to warn of a specific danger,! misconduct. On retrial, the jury | Sullivan, J. A. D. rendered Feb. | field in which to look for bar- mens and to take whatever ates I 
the jury could have found under} should be instructed that plain-|5, 1960. Appellate Div. Ostrow V. | gains. Confidence in the surgeon are necessary to effectuate pia I 
the proofs that plaintiffs reason-| tiffs’ contributory negligence, if| Ostrow. For plaintiff — Morris |is essential and plaintiff should | ,.yment including a reques: Mo 
ably believed protests on their} any, will not bar recovery if the|N. Hartman. For defendant — | have the right to choose her own ' to the City and tts Bd. of ante 196 
part would do more harm than | injuries were caused by defend- | Louis K. Press. doctor. to pay same and charge = als 
ato — mg acted as rea-| ant’s reckless disregard for their | “ hl pont Pregense a} Modified and remanded . against Gan teenie appropriated P tiff 
sonably prudent persons in re-| safety. | judgment for separate mainten- ———_—_—— __ lor if necessary, to be appropri. fi" 
maining silent. _ Defendant is entitled to a re- | ance from her husband direct- | CREDITORS RIGHTS — MUN- lated, to the Bd. of Health. The Pal 
The only remaining contribu- , + as ees >. |ing him to pay her $100 per week ICIPAL LAW — Payment of a i Pama 
tory fault with which plaintifts| ‘4! because plaintiff's counsel's |r.” ner support. In 1958 the hus-| judgment obtained against a|PT0O!s show there are already 5+), 
sefecot bl ns h oa ti in| Summation far exceeded the band filed se arate suit claiming anal ality or a aoniah OT Pagers moneys appropriated Il cy, 
Can reasonably De charged 16 13! hounds of proper comment and | fees Pp hg arweged Pa! ' to the Bd. of Health to pay th —. 
failing to alight from the car} _. : . |the household furniture and agency is enforceable by an}. > ieee F 

. argument. Included in the dis-| : : : d judgment, even without takin; ‘7 
when the opportunity presented - |equipment in the family home, order in the nature of manda- |: ; 47 
itself after knowi d eci- | Course were matters of evidence| ji had remained in the| mus, the granting of which is |{7%0 account the moneys to & 
ise alter Knowing and appreci-' ot in the record. Counsel for|”..<. : "ai : ; | appropriated for 1960. 
ating the danger. It is this alleg-| 1), i tigers indulged in unjustified | wife’s possession and been mov-| not discretionary. | The duty of the Board of F:- a 
ed default which plaintiffs say is ssc on yo inher led by her to her apartment, be-|_Where municipality will not | nance to draw a check or war. 2 
excused by their intoxication. The wesuie : |longed to him. The wife answer-| pay judgment against one of | rant inak dhe Gane enewoce. Ue 

: eaprareespare page motives in not offering defendant | ,, denyin laintiff’s claim and E fs | rant agains S appropri be 
ay ih Site. Jureeticion Ole | os a witness, accused his edver-[0 Oo” cease « . its agencies though properly |ated to the Board of Healt: *,° 
wise. While voluntary intoxica- : : _|counter claimed tor an increase; directed by the agency te do|when so directed by the Ba. of ~~ 

sary of playing * come of check in the separate maintenance so, order in nature of manda- Health is te ie Ae and ae ren 

oli re wa Soot E  Gescribed | 2rd should the furniture be mus will be entered against | |ikewise be enforced by mandami: sone 

ss a “| awarded to plaintiff. In a sepa-| municipality directing pay-| + the suit of plaintiffs. In vies) 2° 

the defense as being “replete with | oat ; : ’ at the suit of plaintiffs. Im view) ¢, 

d herrings” and based on trick- rate application in her action) ment. lof the representations that th ., 

i eta oe bee poy the she stated she was about to un- Digested from an opinion by | direction or request of the Be dp 

3 of ata of “aii”, Guaeeiid de- |A°reo Necessary | surgery and |xolovsky, A. J. 8. C. rendered |of Health will not be honore | 

5 ee, oe | as - 5 : Tl re Ma 

7 | 0 LEGAL fense counsel with poisoning the | og to pay for same. The defend- — a — Court, — | the ge a on eerie Mca Te of 
FOR minds of the jurors, and said he/ ant in turn countered for a re- oe eee ee ee yp Cot 

per annum was “one of the most able and| duction of the $100 weekly sup- plaintiffs — Erving I. Rubin. For its Bd. of Finance to comply with! Se 
L trategic defense lawyers” ‘ defendant City and Bd. of Fi- | Bd. of Health’s demand that:} ., 

AL strategic wy port. The claims and counter- icaaliad ih. Geman k F ; he deen Ge 

rts throughout the State “try- eRe stint nance — Theodore D. Rosenberg check or warrant be drawn ti) .. 

cou claims were consolidated and|,_ jl : % bs ey er 

compounded TRUST ing these defense cases”—a re-| otter hearing the court. by Adolph Romei. For defendant | plaintiff's order for payment 0!) 

quarterly FUNDS mark which may well have con-| } Reduced the weekly pay- _ of Health — Ervan F. Kush- a — pe : Y 

veyed the idea defendant had! ments to $90 because of a de-|"suGement was entered for | propriations to the Bd. of Healtz| 
liability insurance. And, near thé | crease in the husband's earnings Se eS ee ee ee ~ pgure 

Funds Insured up to $10,000 lusi sel stated that if|  - s 2 ‘|plaintiffs in a previous action, Order accordingly. at 

by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality conciusion, counse! state atl 2. Found the furniture belong- __|  furt 

y U.S. a a, : 2 z against the defendant Bd. of ne 

. be handled by mail the jurors were to find for defen-| eq to husband and wife as ten- cat of thw Cie oF Gakaed the 
Transactions may be handled by mail | | gant they would be “giving him a Si ieee anil: ten eeaiiaiiee h of the City of Paterson tior 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage || medal with an inference that he none ap : foe hard. 4N.j.|£0r salary increments found vie 
Spite oN : t and dri OR SOSEnare V. Saetaer = *- <-i due and unpaid to pleintiie. Pa 
Your account or inquiry invited has a license to go out and drive | 535, directed the wife to pay the |, ; a get ae anc 
again like a maniac.” |husband 1% the value thereof, or sigwliee dia ae ee ae 
MOHAWK i — rteni pa _— — at Sse es — Kind, |tieu of mandamus to compel | 
in summation was clearly exceed-| or sold and the proceeds divided. s - 
ed by the inflammatory and alto-| 3. Denied the wife’s applica- |payment thereof and joined as 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. otal improper comments cited | tior a additional nt to |defendants the Bd. of Health, 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. J. sea Bas ger heme Pi ae 'the City of Paterson, and its 
Mitchell 3-0260 i : _| pec ss _|Board of Finance. 
Reversed and remanded fornew; 4. Directed the husband to pay Plaintiffs move for summary 








Philip Klein, President 


q —_S ' trial. 
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| the expenses of the wife’s opera- 


ee and care. 


Both parties appealed. 
| Held: Increase or decrease in 


|support awards is in the discre- | 


tion of the trial court. A decrease 
in the husband’s resources is a 
|sufficient ground for reduction 
|in alimony payments. There was 
evidence of a substantial de- 
/ecrease in defendant’s resources. 
The order in this regard will not 
be disturbed. 

The ruling in Eberhard should 
not have been applied here. In 
the Eberhard case the parties 
were divorced, thereby effecting 
|a termination of the legal rela- 
tionship between the parties, 
and since they were no longer 
|}married, the court properly di- 
rected disposition of their joint 
property. Here the parties are 
still husband and wife. If plain- 
tiff were not using the common 
property, or if she had disposed 
of it, there would be some basis 
for granting relief to the hus- 
band. 

Plaintiff is being supported by 
defendant. She cannot be ex- 
|pected to live without furnish- 
| ings. In fixing of the original al- 
|lowance to her the court un- 


ation the fact that she had the 





|} session and use of the property 


questionably took into consider- | 


ent, the court should have ruled | 
that plaintiff, having had pos- | 
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|judgment. At the hearing it was 
represented that the City and 
the Bd. of Finance did not agree 
|with the judgment in the prior 
action and therefor had and 
would refuse to pay same even 
if the Bd. of Health directed that 
it be paid. 

Held: On the entry of the 
judgment it became the duty of 
the Bd. of Health to provide for 
payment of the judgment. That 
duty is enforceable by an order 
in the nature of mandamus. 
Where a creditor obtains a judg- 
ment against a municipality, the 
practice had been to issue an 
execution against the munici- 
pality, not to seize and sell its 
public property, but for the pur- 
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| For DIGESTS OF RE 
Sales 

LABOR — The general rule is 
A ne that a union member must ex- 
ylvani: haust all available remedies 
les h within the union before re- 
1 firm sorting to the courts. 

—The courts are more apt to 
npan make an exception to the gen- 
ess or eral rule of exhaustion of rem- 
2d the edies in cases involving disci- 
ders. pline of a member and his 
1] rule: ability to earn a livelihood, 
5 om. than in those involving mat- 
ohibi-. ters of internal organization. 
egis).. —Remedy within union is not 

7 rendered futile or unreason- 
ca able merely because ultimate 
ion fo appeal is to convention which 
appr does not meet for some time, 
Remy where prior separate levels of 
1s th expeditious review are provid- 
nfore: ed. : ; 

a —Held, union’s provisions for 
internal appeal and review bar 
e en plaintiff's judicial contest of 
ng th Local election until union 
judg remedies are exhausted. 
r step Digested from an opinion by 
€ suck gaherer, J. S. C. rendered Feb. 3, 
reques: i989. Chancery Div. Derling, et 
nance 415 y. Di Ubaldi, et al. For plain- 
ree) -ifs—Jack L. Cohen. For de- 
Tlatec.| ssndant Knowlton — Thomas 
sropri- net (Parsonnet, Weitz- 
hn. The & Oransky, attys). For 

Iready defendants — Israel B. 
Wiated Greene. 

a Plaintiffs, members of Local 
taking :479 of I. B. E. W. and defeated 
to & andidates for local office, 

harge irregularities in the elec- 
. Fi of officers of the local and 


to set aside that election 
and to have a new one conduct- 
i under court supervision. De- 










ants move to dismiss the 
ided complaint on _ the 
unds that plaintiffs have 








led to exhaust their remedies 
opeal to the I. B. E. W. prior 
stituting this suit. The affi- 
davits disclose that the by-laws 
of the Local incorporate the 
Constitution of I. B. E. W., that 

13 of Art XXVII provides 
that “any member who claims 
an injustice has been done by 
any L. U....may appeal to the 
I. V. P.”, and that Sections 15 
thru 19 provide for the proced- 
ure on appeal to the I. V. P., for 
ther appeal to the 1. P. and 
the I. E. C. and to the conven- 
tion, that either party directly 
interested in a case may appeal, 
and as to the effect of a decision 





Sec 














| 


CENT OPINIONS 


by the I. V. P. In addition, an 
jaffidavit was submitted stating | 
that the above constitutional | 
provisions apply to challenged | 
elections, that appeals in such | 
cases have been utilized in 8 
recent cases and were prosecuted 
to a conclusion within 2 months 
of institution. 

Plaintiffs contend the consti- 
tutional provisions are not ap- | 
plicable or provide inadequate | 
machinery for appeals beyond 
the I. V. P. or that if applicable, 
an unreasonable delay in the| 
possible grant of a remedy vit- 
iates any such relief from that 
quarter. They point out that 
ultimate relief and final appeal 
would be futile because the I. C. 
does not meet again until Sept., 
1962. 

Held: The constitution, and 
hence the by-laws of the Local, 
provide for an expeditious ap- | 
peal to the I. V. P., and there- 
after for further appeals with- 
in the union framework, which 
appeals and procedures are| 
available to any member chal- | 
lenging a local election. These 
administrative remedies are | 
available to plaintiffs both as 
members under Sec. 13 and as 
parties directly interested under 
Sec. 18. 

The general rule is that a un- 
ion member must exhaust the 
remedies provided by the organ- 
ization to adjudicate intra-un- 
ion controversies before resort- 
ing to the courts. Recognized ex- 
ceptions to the rule are situa- | 
tions where the internal remedy | 
is futile, or the controversy is | 
purely a matter of law, or the | 
association tribunal lacks juris- | 
diction, or property rights are | 
in issue that plaintiffs did not | 
surrender to the adjudication of 
union tribunals, or the union 
has unfairly handicapped plain- | 
tiff in taking his appeal, or the | 
appeal cannot be perfected with- 
in a reasonable time. The major- 
ity of cases in which an excep- 
tion has been made to the gen- 
eral rule are, unlike the present 
one, cases in which the union |! 
seeks to discipline a member and | 
his ability to earn a livelihood | 
may turn on the outcome of the | 
charges initiated by the union. | 

None of the cited exceptions | 
appear to be applicable here. 
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a It’s likely that among the more than 675,000 
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{ory or vain. The proofs contra- 


| However, 
|of review may be had before re- 
{sort to the convention itself. It 
'has been held that the fact that 
|the convention might not meet 


|erned. 


Motion granted but without 
costs. 
| PRIVILEGE — DISCOVERY — 


| —Held, in libel and slander action 


| his continued practice as an en-| 


| and are privileged and that pro- 
| duction thereof will reveal trade 
| secrets as it 
| list of customers. 


| covery of admissible evdience, pro- 


Plaintiffs have a remedy within 
the I. B. E. W. itself and there 
is no persuasive evidence that 
an appeal would be futile, illus- 


ict any claim of unreasonable 
delay. By necessity, appeal to 
the ultimate authority in the 
union must await the infrequent 
gatherings of that assembly. 
three separate levels 


for 4 years under the union con- 
stitution did not, per se, excuse 
compliance with the union ap- 
peal provisions and permit resort 
to the courts. The courts ought 
not to disregard the arrange- 
ments which members of a un- 
ion voluntarily etablish for their 
reciprocal interests and by which 
they bind themselves to be gov- 


Copies of income tax records are | 
not privileged. 

—An engineer’s list of customers 
is not a trade secret which 
is privileged from discovery 
where it might lead to discov- 
ery of admissible evidence. 


by engineer, records showing 

his earnings and list of custom- 

ers are material and relevant, 
are not privileged, and must be 
produced for inspection in dis- 

covery under R.R. 4:16-2. 
SLANDER — LIBEL — General or 

compensatory damages in libel 

or slander action are not limit- 
ed to injury to reputation and 
mental suffering but may in- 
clude damage to plaintiff’s pro- 
fessional practice. 

DISCOVERY—Claim of “fishing 
expedition” is no basis for ob- 
jection to discovery; limitations 
are, matter must be relevant, 
must not be privileged, must 
not be a trade secret, and pro- 
ceeding may not be conducted 
to annoy or embarass a party or 
witness. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Mariano, J.S.C., rendered Feb. 2, 
1960. Superior Court, Law Div. 
Finnegan vy. Coll, et als. For plain- 
tiff—Harry Green. For defen- 
dants—William J. Gearty (Thom- 
as E. Durkin, Jr., atty). 





This is an action for slander | 
and libel in which plaintiff seeks | 
compensatory and punitive dam- | 


ages. A claim for special damages 
was abandoned. The substance | 
of the alleged defamatory words | 


| was that plaintiff did not become 


a licensed engineer until April 24, | 
1958 and had practiced without a | 
required license for 15 years and | 
should resign as township engin- | 
eer. Plaintiff claims these remarks 





| affected his general good reputa- | 
| tion, his position as municipal en- 

| gineer as well as his stature as a'| 
| professional engineer, and that | 


gineer will be impaired. Defen- | 


| dants raised the defense of truth. | 


Defendants move to compel | 
plaintiff to produce the following | 
records: 

1. All records indicating plain- 
tiff’s income earned for 3 years | 
prior to Oct. 16, 1958. 

2. Plaintiff’s income tax returns | 
for the years 1955, 6, 7 and 8. 

3. All records indicating plain- 
tiff’s income earned for the per- | 
iod from Oct. 16, 1958 to the pre- | 
sent. 

Plaintiff resists, contending the 
records are immaterial, irrelevant 


would disclose his 


Held: The scope of discovery 
into records, papers and books of 
plaintiff is governed by R.R. 4:16- 
2 which provides that discovery 
may be had where the resultant 
matter will be admissible as evi- 
dence at trial or will lead to dis- 
vided that the matter is not 
privileged. 

It is now sufficiently establish- 





Page Three 





ed that copies of income tax rec- 
ords are not privileged. 

In an effort to recover compen- 
satory damages for alleged im- 
pairment of his status as an en- 
gineer, plaintiff may be expected 
to provide witnesses whose names 
@ppear in the records, who no 
longer seek his services. Thus, 
the matter which he asserts is 
privileged may be revealed. 

Further, there is no definite 
proof that a trade secret exists in 
the names in the records. The 
court should not deprive defen- 
dants of this source of informa- 
tion as to the reputation of plain- 
tiff which existed and which al- 
legedly was defamed, and as to 
the extent, if any, of the damage 
to his professional status. 

The claim that the records are 
immaterial and irrelevant is with- | 
out substance since inspection of | 





the records might not only dis- | 
close information as to the ex-| 
tent of his practice and the pres- | 
ence or absence of damage there- | 
to, but would lead to disclosure | 
of names of persons through} 
which defendants could establish | 
his reputation was not defamed | 
and that he did work for which | 
the statute required a licensed} 
engineer, that being material and | 
relevant to the defense of truth. | 
These are but some of the possi- 
bilities leading to evidence which | 
the inspection of the records may | 
reveal, and discovery for these| 
purposes has long been held pro- | 
per. 

While “general”, that is, com-| 





Announcement 


Herbert Blaustein has been sep- 
arated from the United States 
Air Force after serving as a Judge 
Advocate for three years and has 
resumed private practice of law 
at 850 Broad Street, Newark 2, 
in association with the law firm 
of Marzulli, Beninati & La Morte. 








pensatory damages in libel and 
slander actions includes those 
which the law presumes must 
naturally flow from the publica- 
tion and are recoverable without 
proof of special damage, such as 
injury to feelings, mental suffer- 
ing, injury to character and repu- 
tation, and the like, this does not 
limit the damages recoverable to 
such injuries, and in estimating 
the general damages, the jury 


;ought to know the nature and 


extent of his professional prac- 
tice and the damage, if any, sus- 
tained thereto. The discovery 
might lead to evidence in this 
regard. 

It is of no avail under R.R. 4:16- 
2 to claim the adversary is on a 
“fishing expedition”. There are 
four restrictions on the scope of 
examination; 1. the matter must 
be relevant; 2. it must not be 
privileged; 3. secret processes or 
research need not be disclosed; 
4. the proceeding must not be so 
conducted as to annoy or embar- 
ass a party or witness. None of 
these are here violated. 


Order granted. 
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“CONFLICT OF INTERESTS" IN REALTY 
TRANSACTIONS 


While our Legislature is further considering enactment of bills 
aimed at elimination of conflicting interests as between the lawyer 
Legislators’ political and personal legal obligations, we find another 
area of professional ethics also warrants attention. 








Canon 6 of the Canons of Professional Ethics of the American 
Bar Association provides: 


“It is the duty of a lawyer at the time of retainer to disclose 
to the client all the circumstances of his relations to the parties, 
and any interest in or connection with the controversy, which 
might influence the client in the selection of counsel. 


“It is unprofessional to represent conflicting interests, except 
by express consent of all concerned given after a full disclosure of 
the facts. Within the meaning of this canon, a lawyer represents 
conflicting interests when, in behalf of one client, it is his duty 
to contend for that which duty to another client requires him 
to oppose. 


“The obligation to represent the client with undivided fidel- 
ity and not to divulge his secrets or confidences forbids also the 
subsequent acceptance of retainers or employment from others 
in matters adversely affecting any interest of the client with 
respect to which confidence has been reposed.” 


Perhaps unthinkingly, some members of our Bar are undertaking 
representation of conflicting interests in cases where the layman 
client does not generally have a sufficient understanding of the facts 
to consent to such representation. This is particularly so in cases 
where homes are purchased in real estate developments. Generally 
in these cases the contractor obtains the site and finances construc- 
tion thereon directly or indirectly through a lending institution, 
with an understanding that permanent financing for the purchaser 
will also be made by the same lending institution. The prospective 
purchaser appears and decides to buy. The real estate salesman or 
agent for the developer submits a “standard” contract form and the 
purchaser signs it, generally paying 10% on account of the purchase 
price, and also executing a mortgage loan application. Of course, 
the contract form has at least been approved, if not drawn, by the 
lending institution’s attorney. We believe the “full disclosure of 
the facts” required by Canon 6 should begin before the purchaser 
signs the contract. Understandably, the proposed mortgagee, if a 
commitment issues, requires that its attorney be certain title is 
good and so certify or obtain a mortgage guarantee from a title 
company—all at the purchaser’s expense. Quite customarily this 
same attorney also prepares the deed and other closing papers for 
the seller, which presents a further “conflict of interests.” 
purchaser does not have independent advice, or the required “full 
disclosure of the facts,” he is at the mercy of the developer and 
mortgagee. 


The average layman cannot be expected to realize the import- 
ance of the contract terms, the mortgage financing agreement with 
prepayment and tax and insurance reserve provisions, title as con- 
trasted with mortgage guaranty, fire insurance sufficient to protect 
the purchaser’s equity, prorating of additional tax assessments on 
new construction and need for prompt claim for a Veteran’s exemp- 
tion, and many other legal matters involved in the purchase of a 
home. 


In many instances today, contract forms drafted and printed 
for developers appear simpie on their face, but incorporate by refer- 
ence to the reverse side such onerous provisions as an agreement 
not to record the contract, and so becloud the developer’s title, and 
limitation of the seller’s liability to return of monies paid on account 
without interest if for any reason it cannot give good title or con- 
struct the house. These provisions should always be carefully con- 
sidered by the purchaser. 


We suggest that the ethical lawyer, when put in the position of | 


representing a lending institution, the seller and the purchaser, 
should at the ouset deliver a written recommendation to the pur- 
chaser stating that in view of these “conflicting interests” the pur- 
chaser should retain independent counsel. 


If the} 


VOICE OF THE BAR 





COMMENT AND CRITICISM INVITED 





| 
| 
| Editor: 
|N. J. Law Journal 

Mr. Humphreys fine letter to 
the New Jersey Law Journal 
which appeared in today’s (Feb. 
4) edition truly gratified me and 
I sincerely commend him for it. 
For the past 15 years—since the 





| blast over Hiroshima to be exact | 


—I have been striving to generate 
{thoughtful discussion on 
|subject of his letter with count- 
|less persons, lawyers and lay- 
}men. My overall impression is 
|that, by and large, individuals 
leither do not thoughtfully con- 
|template the enormity of the 
| threat which ever more widely 
| menaces mankind, or have a psy- 
| chological barrier which blocks 
| their evaluation, or even their 
| serious contemplation, of it. 

| It occurs to me that there are 
| certain postulates which simply 
|must form the foundation upon 
| which one bases his thinking on 
|this awful subject (assuming of 
|course that one wishes to think 
|about it at all,) namely: 

| 1. That not only the actuality 
of the nuclear war, but the fran- 
| tic preparations for and the 
threat of such a war, menaces 
the very structure and the very 


existence of man’s entire civil- | 


} ization. 

2. That to eliminate that men- 
lacing threat, nothing less than 
‘total disarmament is an abso- 


lutely indispensable require- 
ment. (‘A Plan for Peace’, Gren- 
ville Clark; “World Peace 


Through World Law” Clark & 
Sohn; and many others). 

3. That to really accomplish 
such disarmament, nothing less 
than enforceable Law will be 
truly effective. 

4. That to enforce such a Law, 
an international policing agency 
of some kind is absolutely nec- 
essary, and that such an agency 
simply must derive its power and 
authority from Law. (i.e. that 
“treaties” or other forms of 
“agreement” simply will not do.) 

If one can go this far in his 
intelligent thinking, then it 
seems to me that one is inexor- 
ably driven to these inevitable 
conclusions: 

5. That Law (as distinguished 
from “agreements” or anything 
less than Law) can come only 
from that instrumentality known 
as Government. (i.e. that no- 
thing less than Government, can 
make what is known as law.) 

6. That since we are thinking 
of the entire planet Earth, we 
therefore necessarily mean a 
Government embracing that en- 
tire planet. 

I do not see how we can in- 
telligently escape such conclu- 
sions. I therefore thoroughly 
agree with the statement—‘To 
complete your argument, the 
‘rule of law’ cannot be establish- 
led without government, **”. 
| Truly its establishment should 





| be “** the overriding purpose of 
us all.” as put so well in 
the letter. But how to achieve 


;such an overriding purpose if, 
jby and large, people will not 
even think about the problem 
except possibly in terms of a 
greater and ever greater pile-up 
of nuclear armament, and in 
terms of mere treaties or other 
international agreements which, 
when violated, lead to war it- 
self. 

How many members of the 
Bar, of the Nation or of this 
State, have ever studied, or even 
casually read, or even known of 
Clark and Sohn’s magnificent 
blue-print “World Peace Through 
World Law”? 

I can, without too much diffi- 
culty, understand apathy by 
uninformed laymen; I simply 
cannot. understand the wide- 
spread apathy and indifference 
by the overwhelming mass of 


the Bar. By our very studies, 
training and experience we 
should, one and all, be in the 


vanguard of those who are cry- 
ing out to man to literally insist 


!upon the accomplishment of the 


the | 


| one and only device which holds 


| forth any reasonable promise of | 


| saving man from nuclear anni- 


| hilation; i.e. government strict- | 
|ly limited to the outlawry of | 
| war itself and of all the very | 


| weapons with which it can be 
waged. 

Mankind is menaced and 
| threatened today, as it has never 
been threatened before in all the 
past ages of our existence upon 
this planet. Will man have the 
courage really to contemplate 
that evil and intelligently pro- 
ceed to eliminate it? Or will he 
insist upon following only the 
programs of the past, non-nuc- 
lear, ages of man which inevit- 
ably have led to the repeated 
outbreak of war? In the face of 
the awful urgency of the prob- 
lem, and in the face of the 
shortness of time which is left 
to resolve that problem, 
how does one go about awaken- 
ing man from his apathy? 

I wish more and ever more 
| lawyers, at least, would do some 
deep and serious thinking about 
it, and I shall therefore fervent- 
ly hope Mr. Humphreys’ thought 
provoking letter will awaken 
them in large numbers. 

Sincerely yours, 
Louis A. Mounier, Jr. 


Editor, New Jersey Law Journal 

On January 26th I recorded a 
Deed in the Union County Reg- 
ister’s Office as attorney for cli- 
ents who had purchased a new 
| home in New Providence. 

On January 27th the Deed was 
back in my office having been 
duly recorded. 

I have practiced law in New 
Jersey for over 30 years. I felt I 
would receive good service if the 
Deed came back to me within 
two weeks. To receive it the next 
day was entirely beyond my ex- 
pectation. 

Considering the fact that Un- 
ion County is just bristling with 
real estate activity, this is an 
outstanding achievement by 
Register of Deeds, James J. De- 
laney. Such service by a public 
official should not go unnoticed. 

Respectfully yours, 
Marcel E. Wagner 





Special Committee To 
Seek More Superior 
Court Judges 


John R. Kelly, President of the 
New Jersey State Bar Associa- 
tion, has appointed a_ special 
committee of twelve members to 
call upon the Legislature and 
advise them of the urgency for 
the passage of a bill now pend- 
ing to increase the number of 
judges in the Superior Court. 
This special action was taken 
at the request of the Associa- 
tion’s Committee on Practice, 
Pre-Trial Procedure, and Calen- 
dar Control which met on Fri- 
day, January 29, and adopted an 
emergency resolution calling for 
creation of the special commit- 
tee. 

The members of the special 
committee appointed are Chair- 
man, Edward J. O’Mara, John J. 
Breslin, Jr., Everett M. Scherer, 
John E. Toolan, Elwood F. Kirk- 
man, Leon Gerofsky, Francis A. 
Gordon, Horace G. Brown, Harry 
Heher, Louis P. Dolan, David L. 
Horuvitz and Howard Ewart. 

The practice committee’s res- 
olution noted that there has 
been an increase in new cases, 
that the Chief Justice had. re- 
commended the appointment of 
six additional Superior Court 
Judges to handle the increased 
case load, that a bill providing 
for the judgeships had been in- 
troduced, that prompt passage 
of the bill was in the public in- 
terest and overrode any partisan 
interests, and that accordingly 
a special committee be appoint- 
ed to meet with the members of 
the Legislature on a non parti- 
san basis and urge adoption of 
the measure. 


just | 





| 
| | 


Notice To The Bar 

; Attorneys holding certificates 
| of limited admission issued in 
| accordance with Rule 1:22-) 
| (a) are eligible to take oaths, 
| afirmations and affidavits pur- 
| suant to the authority of RS 
| 41:2-1 and acknowledgment; 
and proofs pursuant to the au- 
thority of Chap. 14, of Title 4 
to the same extent as attor- 
neys to whom certificates o; 
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| plenary admission have been 


| issued. 
Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 





Bills Introduced 


Assembly 

The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Assembly: 

A-364 Panaro & Madden. T 
permit injunctions against the 
business of debt adjustors. (BA 

A-365 Kijewski, Brady, Flynn 
Sweeney, Panaro, Meloni & Mc- 
Gowan. To make it unlawful tc 


fail to pay wages or other re- , 


muneration for services as pro- / 
vided by agreement or by law 


(BA) 


Sweeney, Panaro, Farrington 
Werner & Meloni. To make it ¢ 
misdemeanor for any person 
firm or corporation to fail to pay 
wages, 
pensation to his employee. ‘Lé 
IR) 

A-384 Kurtz. To create a Stats 


|Board of Title Abstractors ir 


| Boards 


Division of Professiona! 

in the Department 0’ 

Law & Public Safety. (BA) 
A-395 Wegner & Stamler. T: 


the 


|permit the appointment of non- 


| lawyers 


who have served a: 
workmen’s compensation 
erees for five years as “referee 
formal hearings.” (L&IR) 

A-396 Kijewski, Flynn, Swee- 
ney, Farrington, Panaro, Meloni 
Werner, McGowan & Davis. T: 
increase the pay of petit juror 
from $5 to $10 a day. (Jud.) 

A-410 Kijewski, Brady, Swee- 
ney, Flynn & Werner. To givé 
the Division against Discrimin- 
ation through the Commissioner 
of Education the authority t 
initiate investigations withou: 
the necessity of the preliminar: 
filing of a formal 
(IPH&W) 

A-411 Kijewski, Brady, Swee- 
ney & Flynn. To prevent discrim- 
ination by employers against 
employees by reason of em- 


ployee asserting rights to bene- | 


fits under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Law. (L&IR) 

A-414 Kijewski, Brady, Swee- 
ney & Flynn. To provide for per- 
sonal liability of corporatio: 
stockholders for debts, wag 
salaries owing to employee: 
other than contractors. (BA) 

A-428 Kijewski, Brady, Swee- 
ney & Flynn. To regulate thé 
issuance of restraining order 
and injunctions in labor dis- 
putes. (L&IR) 

A-432 Wegner. To provide th2: 
all moneys received by a sellé 
or prospective transferor of rea. 
estate as a deposit on the at- 
count of the purchase price shz.. 
pending transfer of title, con- 
stitute trust funds. (R&A of L 






Senate 

The following bills were intro- 
duced in the Senate: 

S-102 Fox. To define and per- 
mit taking interest in advance 
in financing by purchase money 
chattel mortgage transactions 
(BA) 

S-103 Fox. Companion bill © 
S-102. Permits taking interes: 
in advance in financing uncée 
the Retail Installment Sales Act 
by purchase money chattel mort- 
gage transactions. (BA) 

S-111 Ridolfi. To amend thé 
Corporation Act with reference 
to money loans to stockholders 
excepts small business invest 
ment companies as defined 12 
the Act of Congress entitiee 
“Small Business Investment Att 
of 1958.” (BA) 


salaries or other com-| 


complaint. | 





A-372 Kijewski, Brady, Flynn 


ref- ) 
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r Digests of Recent At Dedication of New Brunswick Municipal Courtroom 
ne Opinions an es 

Soe TRIAL — Mention of insurance | 

fies in an automobile case does not 

so ipso facto require granting of 

oe 4 motion for mistrial. 

. ee _4 mistrial should be ordered 

— only when the court in the 

ty realistic exercise of its sound 

+d i discretion concludes that in 

aga the special circumstances of 

tt the case a party thereto is 


likely to have suffered preju- 

= dice by the mention of insur- 

a ance, and the mere inadvert- 

4 ent mention of insurance sel- 
dom meets this test. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Foley, J. A. D. rendered Feb. 5, 
1960. Appellate Div. Runacles v. 
poddrell. For appellants — Jos- 
eph E. Connolly (Marley, Wink- 
Jreid & Hillis, attys). For re- 
spondents—William Ward Wim- 





1. To er 
‘an Defendants appeal from a| 
“ee udgment on a jury verdict in| 
4s this personal injury automobile | ‘ j ed 
} Brunswick Magistrate Irving W. Rubin; County Judge DuBois 


ollision case asserting the court | 
ul to orred in refusing to declare a 
mistrial after mention by a wit- 
Pro- ( ness of the words “insurance 
am ompany”. 

The mention was made by a 


Camp Kilmer, N. J., Feb. 1 — In the Municipal Courtroom of 
New Brunswick’s new $660,000 police headquarters dedicated Wed- 
nesday, January 27, Lieutenant Colonel Earle H. Jordan, Jr., (cen- 
ter), Auburn, Maine, who is Deputy Post Commander, Camp Kilmer, 
| chats with a group of the County’s judicial leaders. Camp Kilmer 
is the headquarters for II U. S. Army Corps. Left to right are, New 


Thompson; former Superior Court Judge Donald H. McLean; Lt. 
Col. Jordan; County Judge Klemmer Kalteissen; Superior Court 
Judge Bernard W. Vogel; and Edward B. McConnell, Administra- 
tive Director of the Courts. 








itness for the defendants spon- 
taneously in the course of his 
cross eXamination by plaintiffs’ 
counsel. The witness was being | 
cross examined as to whether 


W 

















isfied judgment fund. It seems 
likely that if they think of it, 
jurors assume in every automo- 


| bile case that some financial re- 


Opinions Approved For Publication 





(Continued from page 1) 


Ratsch v. Holderman (A-66, de- 


| cided Feb. 3, 1960) 
| (Full digest on page 2). 


| Tabor, et al v. O’Grady, et al 


Announcement 
Robert Greenberg has moved 
his office to 4000 Bergenline Ave- 





























Lé | he had reported facts to which sponsibility exists over and above cided Feb. 8. 1960) é /nue, Union City. 
““) he testified to the police and was/|defendant’s ability to satisfy a Affirmed tbe ment dlaniesne | (A-373-58, decided Feb. 3, 1960) | 
| asked “As a matter of f you | jud t. The decline of the) “Mt a pe (Full digest on page 1). | 
State | — seaita a acl le ‘aid pin risk of prejudice aris- | Petition to recover compensation | tensa et al v. Doddrell, et al | —— Lamina i 
‘S you?” to which he answered “To |ing from disclosure of insurance | from “One Per Cent Fund”. Up- | (4708-58, decided Feb. 1, 1960) | con 
ior the insurance company”. coverage has been noted both by | holds finding that injury at is-| ( yy) digest on page 5). SEYMOUR RING 
it Held: A motion for mistrial is| writers and in cases of other | SU Was not related to the acci- SUPERIOR COURT 
discretionary with the trial judge | jurisdictions. >i eee nha LAW DIVISION “Taunt 
E. 2 and, unless such discretion is A mistrial should be ordered rs pe al a S uring aie ‘Finnegan v. Coll, et als (Mon-. Waverly 6-5324 
non-} abused, it will not be disturbed. | only when the court in the real- | Of Hospitalization for a condition | - tn Gg 1-3006-58, decided 
i as} The exercise of the discretion | istic exercise of its sound discre- pncsigoany “ preg ape renapatben | Jan. 27, 1960) 
ref- ) involves the appraisal by the | tion concludes that in the spec- | "° oe re 8. oe ° (Full digest on page 3). 
feree | ‘rial court of the probable effect |ial circumstances of the case, a 5 Sang Crnctiiaaiions Grosso, et als v. Paterson, et als HARRY A. TAYLOR 
objectionable utterance on | party thereto is likely to have : (Passaic Co., L-2398-59 PW. de- and Associates 
_— fair trial. The exercise of the | suffered prejudice by the men- ioe Globe Indemnity (57 | “ided Feb. 1, 1960) 
eloni jiscretionary power to grant ation of insurance. The mere in- : it ne ’ : (Full digest on page 2). REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
5. T nistrial, merely because the fact advertent mention of insurance N. J. Supes 386) ve SUPERIOR COURT AND CONSULTANTS 
urors nat defendant is insured is re- |seldom meets this test, and did SU PERIOR cot RT : CHANCERY DIVISION Member of American Institute of 
2aled, should be guided by con- |not in the case under review. APPELLATE DIVISION Derling, et al v. DiUbaldi, et al Real Estate Appraisers 
iderations of the probable effect In ruling on a motion for mis- State v. Rosa Industries, Inc., et | (Essex Co., C-2509-58, decided 
f such disclosure on jurors in | trial, the judge is not hampered jal (A-466-58, decided Feb. pony 8, 1960) ‘ ca South ae eg 9 
the light of the experience which |by a concept that mention of 1960) . _ (Full digest on page 3) ast Orange, N.J. ORange 3- 
they bring with them to the | insurance ipso facto has the cap- Reversed, order of Law) kiv] | . = =e a= 
wy Dox. In these days almost |acity for influencing a jury to sion dismissing as untimely un- 
: : HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 











| ° fe demnation commission t il 
"| Specialists nsec tuaaabialaane sauna CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
ni LAW PRINTERS APPENDICES AND did not make such mailing ser- DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 
ines vice by state n meaning of 
‘ase BRIEFS ON APPEAL Rule, so as t running of 24 COMMERCE STREET 
Com: § ase for anes NOTARIES PUBLIC NEWARK 2, N. J. 








y juror owns or operates a 
ar and all who own cars know 
they must either carry insur- 
r contribute to the unsat- 








arrive at its verdict in a man- 

ner inconsistent with the legal 

proofs and the court’s charge. 
Affirmed. 














ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 














der R.R. 4:92-6(a) notice of ap- 
peal filed by State from award 
by condemnation commissioners. 
Mere fact that deputy attorney 
general asked president of con- 


Asbell, et als v. Pearl Assurance 


LOUIS 


Master of the Superior Court 





and Associates 


KABOT 


MArket 2-6644 


























Co., Ltd. ‘A-67 decided Feb. . : 
New Jersey Division of 1, 1960) — STATE WIDE SERVICE — 

SC PANDICK PRESS, INC Affirmed a oe 

over . claim for secon from fire = ~ ——- ee 
A) 71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N.J. ia, ghee’ that these had Wik eee emauetees 
3A n ground tha ha e 
wee: TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 an increase hazard within Completely Revised — Up-To-Date! 

the} | JAMES E. FLETCHER, Manager ee ee 

€ . 5 # : ? PR erage ed Poregy £ . 

i — rusure opt sams’ 8 SELTZER'S ENCYCLOPEDIA OF 








failing to clean up combustible 


h debris from fir re with rea- NE JERSEY LA 
I] a : ; sonable dispatch. Nor did can- W Poa 
why not NOW ... Instead of Eventually? cellation of stipulation against 
leaving building unoccupied for Z 
60 days abate operation of the 4 Looseleaf Binders’ - $75.00 
Decide to put CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM in your increase of hazard clause as to 
circumstances actually aug- 
library as soon as possible. Use the set the judges use menting tt ard and distinct The body of New Jersey Law in compact form. Focases in one 
, from fact of vacancy itself. handy place the material for quick research. Thousands of 














and cite. 





Matits - v. Nationwide Mutual 


required by N. J. S. A. 39:6-46(a). 
While driver deviated from per- 


points of law stated succinctly. 


Practice explained with illus- 


Ins. Co. (A-70 decided Feb. trative forms. One master pin point index. 

2, 1960) 
CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM will round out your law Bagong ee Subjects Covered: 

tlilis wno naa D Inj ~ 
librarv better than any other publication. May we send collision with driven by per- AGENCY - NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS - CONSTITUTIONAL LAW - 

ee ee eee es I oe 7” mittee of defendant’s insured CORPORATIONS - CRIMES - CRIMINAL PROCEDURE - DOMESTIC 

vou details under standard liability policy RELATIONS - EQUITY - EVIDENCE - PARTNERSHIP - PERSONAL 
iad containing omnibus coverage PROPERTY - PRACTICE IN LAW AND CHANCERY DIVISIONS - 


CONTRACTS - SURETY - GUARANTY - REAL PROPERTY - TORTS - 
WILLS - PROBATE PRACTICE 


SONEY & SAGE co. missive use giv her to visit 
th inal ie +} ee Lifetime expansion binders permit current material to be added 
ence onian 744 Broad Street when ” accident 0 curred, trial 
Jers court correctly concluded that A N N L A We a Oo oO K Ss 
‘ers | | MArket 2-2868 Newark 2,.N. J. fi/court, correctly concluded thet G 
d 2 from the permission granted MArket 45533 
a ‘Over 60 years of service to the Bench and Bar of New Jersey”) ne See SNE are ere 224 MARKET STREET NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Ostrow v. Ostrow (A-563-58, de- =—— 
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eee, SEE, 
A.B.A. Delegates To Consider Presidential 


Inability Plan 


2nd Annual Governors’ 
Conference On Work- 
men's Comp. Set 


TRENTON—The second annual 
Governor’s Conference on Work- | 
men’s Compensation will be held | 
March 30 and 31 at the Robert | 
Treat Hotel in Newark. 

Seven panel discussions will be 
featured during the two-day ses- 
sion, according to Acting State 
Workmen’s Compensation Direc- 
tor Thomas L. Franklin. A ban- 
quet will conclude the first day’s | 
session. The program will deal | 
with such topics as “Rehabilita- | 
tion of the Injured Worker,” 
“The Second Injury Fund,” “Oc- 
cupational Hearing Loss Cases,” 
“Timeliness of Payments,’ and 
“Legislative Proposals.” 

Included among the many 
guest panelists who will partici- 
pate in the conference are State 
Senator Charles W. Sandman, Jr., 
Chairman of the Senate Commit- | 
tee on Labor and Industrial Re- | 
lations; Sol D. Kapelsohn, gen- 
eral and legislative counsel to 
the New Jersey State CIO; Oliver 
T. Clayton of Esso Standard Div- 
ision of Humble Oil Company, | 
and Kenneth Pohlmann, execu- 
tive medical officer of the Mine 
Workers of America. 

Supervising Deputy Director 
of Workmen’s Compensation 
Roger W. Kelly will serve as gen- | 
eral chairman of the Conference. 

Attendance at the Conference, | 
including the banquet, will be | 


by advance subscription at $7.50 | 
per person. 


LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS, 


USED & NEW | 

Full Suspension—"A" Grade | 

Complete Line of Office Equipment 

EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 

200 Montgomery St, Paterson, NJ 
LA 3-6153 
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LEGAL FOR | 
TRUST FUNDS 


37% | 


had 


Paid QUARTERLY} 


| 


Accounts Insured to $10,000 | | 


HAYES 


SAVINGS and LOAN 
ASSOCIATION 


955 Broad St. Newark 2,N.J. || 
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| parochial 


| “efforts and contributions” 
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Teens Helped Ban Sale 
Of Smut Books 


Grand Jury Cites High 
School Group 


PATERSON, N. J. 
Passaic County grand 


(ACCN)—A 


John Thevos to investigate dis- 


tribution and sale of obscene lit- | 


erature, recently cited public and 
high school children 
for their “active and able assist- | 
ance” in the inquiry. 

The jury acknowledged the 
of 
high school youngsters and fac- 


|ulty advisors, who had been “en- 
' gaged in a campaign to eliminate | 
| this objectionable material from | 


Paterson newsstands.” The pres- 
entment did not specify the) 
youngsters’ role in the campaign. 

The grand jury survey was part 
of a general drive to enforce 
compliance with a New Jersey 
statute which prohibits transfer 
of “lewd or obscene” material to | 
minors. “This legislation has | 
created a new approach to the 
problem of obscene literature,” 


| the jury said. 


different 
is obscene 


“By determining 
standards of what 


| for children from the deletorious 
|and demoralizing effects of such | 


material,” future efforts to pros- 
ecute distributors and vendors of 
“objectionable literature” 


i“not run afoul of the constitu- 


tional guarantees of freedom of 
speech and the press,” 


| said. 


Claims that obscenity statutes 
| are “indefinite” and abridge free- | 
dom of the press have in the past 
rendered ineffective attempts to | 


curtail printing of “obscene” 
publications, the grand jury} 
stated. 


It commended the U. S. Su- 
| preme Court decision in Roth v. 
‘United States for defining the 
extent to which a statute must 
be explicit in order to be an ef- 


offenders and for setting stand- | 
ards by which a particular pub- | 
| lication may be judged obscene. 
The Roth decision defined as | 
|obscene material ‘that which 
arouses the prurient 
and stated that 
quired is that the language (of 
a statute) convey sufficient warn- 


| ing as to the proscribed conduct 
|when measured by common un- 
derstanding and practices.”’ 


The Passaic County jury urged 
that the Roth decision be ap- 
plied by the New Jersey courts in 
convicting violators of the ob- 
scenity law. 

The presentment cited 
cessful efforts of Cincinati, Ohio 
and Coral Gables, Fla. citizen 
groups in urging enforcement 
existing obscenity statutes and 
enlisting public support for “de- 
cent literature” drives. It recom- 


mended that New Jersey groups 
against | 
| publishers, distributors and ven- 


take similar measures 


dors of “morally questionable” 
magazines. 
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of Lawyers’ Thousands of policies protecting many of 


have been 


Insurance 


the country’s leading lawyers and law firms 


written by this Company. For 


claim and underwriting know-how based on 


more than a generation of experience in mal- 


practice insurance, consult 


Naw dhmsitenbiim 


(Cisumryr Company 


430 MAIN STREET 


SURETY - - 


EAST ORANGE, N. J. 


CASUALTY 





jury, | 
|charged by County Prosecutor 


will | 


the jury | 


interest” | 
“all that is re- | 


suc- | 


of | 


| Judge Kalteissen 





Reappointed 
The Governor, on Monday, 
;}nominated, and the Senate 


promptly confirmed, Judge Klem- 
mer Kalteissen for reappointment 
as Judge of the Middlesex County 
| Court. 





Tax Fraud Convictions 
| Up 50 Per Cent 


Investigations on Increase 





Nearly 50 per cent more con- 
victions resulted from 
| tax fraud prosecutions in the last 
|7 years than during the previous 
| 20 years, according to Commerce 
| Clearing House, national! report- 
| ing authority on tax and bus- 
jiness law. 
| Figures released by the Tax 


| show that the fiscai-year period 
| 1953- 1959 produced 4344 success- 
|ful prosecutions of tax evasion 
cases, compared with 2900 during 
the previous 20 years. 

With additional funds now al- 
lotted for 
| tions, a considerable step-up in 
the tax enforcement program 
) can be expected in 1960, with a 
probable increase in 
prosecutions, said CCH. 

Of the 541 fraud cases which 
came to trial during 1959, 497 or 
192 per cent resulted in convic- 
|tions, imposing fines or jail 
terms, or both. 

An increasing tendency on the 
|}part of courts to mete out jail 
sentences to persons convicted 


| of income tax fraud is also shown | 
Prison | 


| terms averaging 15 months were! 


by the official figures. 
received by 36 per cent of those 
|convicted in fiscal 1959. This 
|compares with the 1958 record 
|of jail terms averaging one year 
}in 31 per cent of the convictions. 
| Total fines assessed in tax 


| fraud convictions have likewise 


| fective basis for prosecution of | | increased, rising in fiscal 1959 to 


about $2.2 million. Fines in fiscal 
1/1958 amounted to $2 million and 
| to only $1.5 million in 1957, said 


{CCH in its Federal Tax Guide 
| Reports. 

Among the income tax return 
areas to receive increasingly 
|close scrutiny are false or ficti- 
|tious dependency exemption 


claims and the wilful omission 
of dividend and interest income 
items from tax returns. 

Although the dollar amounts 
involved in such cases are usual- 
ly small, the total impact on fed- 
eral tax collections is substantial, 

|CCH said. 
For the first time, 1959 saw the 
'conviction of an employer, 
a 1958 law, for failure to comply | 
with an Internal Revenue fer- 
vice irective to establish a 
trusteed account for Social Sec- 
|urity taxes withheld from em- 
| ployees’ wages. 

The Justice Dept. 
points to a speed-up in time 
needed to process fraud cases 
before actual prosecution begins. 
In the period 1949-1952 the re- 
|view process took an average of 
over eight months per case, 
while in the 1956-1959 period the 
average case was ready for pros- 
ecution within two months, the 
CCH report concluded. 





U. of P. Law Alumni 
To Meet 
The University of Pennsyl- 


vania Law School will hold a 
luncheon for its alumni and 
ifriends in conjunction with the 
annual meeting of the New Jer- 
| sey State Bar Association in At- 
lantic City, in May 1960 at the 


|Shelburne Hotel. William F. Hy- | 


land, of Camden has been ap- 
pointed chairman for the event. 
Dean Fordham and members | 
of his Law School faculty will be 
| present at the luncheon. Alumni 
| who are interested in serving on 
|}the luncheon committee should 
get in touch with Mr. Hyland. 
| The alumni reunion is expect- 
ed to become an annual event. 


income | 


| Division of the Justice Dept. | 


tax fraud investiga- | 


criminal 


under | 


report also | 


CHICAGO A proposal to 
amend the U.S. Constitution to 
establish a method of delegating 
the powers and duties of the Pres- 
ident of the United States in case 
of Presidential “inability” has 
been drafted for consideration of 
| the House of Delegates of the 
American Bar Association meet- 
|ing in Chicago Feb. 22-23. 
| The proposal comes from the 
Association’s Standing Committee 
on Jurisprudence and Law Re- 
form. The Committee said in its 
report to be submitted to the 
House that it feels “timely con- 
sideration of the subject is desir- 
able and important, even though 
there is no immediate emergen- 
icy.” If the Committee’s formal 
| recommendation is adopted by the 
House of Delegates, the proposed 
Constitutional revision would be- 


|come American Bar Association 
| policy. 
These would be the salient fea- 


tures of the plan advocated by 
| the Committee: 

(1) In the case of the Presi- 
dent’s inability to serve (as dis- 
tinguished from death, resigna- 
tion or removal from office) the 
Vice President would succeed 
only to the powers and duties 
of the President, and not to the 
office itself, until the inability 
was removed or a President 
elected. 

(2) Congress would be specifi- 
cally empowered to enact legis- 
lation providing a method by 
which the commencement and 
termination of any Presidential 
inability would be determined. 
In its report the Committee 

points out that Section 1 of Arti- 
cle II of the Constitution now 
leaves open the question of what 
constitutes “inability” of the Pres- 
| ident, and fails to provide a meth- 
od of determining either the be- 
ginning or the end of the disabil- 
ity. There also is an ambiguity 
as to “whether in the case of 
Presidential inability the Vice 
President would succeed to the 
office of President, as in the case 
of death, or only to the powers 


and duties of the office’ on a 
temporary basis. 
The ABA Committee does not 


undertake to suggest to Congress 
what method should be chosen for 
determining when a Presidential 
“inability” exists. It points out 
that various suggestions have 
been advanced, including a de- 
termination by the Cabinet, the 
President or Vice President, or by 
an appointed commission. How- 
ever, the Committee report said: 
“It would seem (1) that the best 
constitutional practice would be 
| to empower Congress to select the 
| method. as is now authorized by 
'the present clause in the case of 
| inability of both the President and 
Vice President, and (2) that the 
freezing of any one method into 
the Constitution would be inad- 
visable, requiring additional con- 
stitutional amendments to correct 
or change.” Without a Constitu- 
tional amendment it is doubtful 
that Congress is empowered to 
deal with the subject, the Com- 
mittee concluded. 

Another proposal which may be 
acted upon is that of the Section 
of Legal Education favoring an 
income tax law amendment to 
allow a 30 per cent deduction al- 
lowance from amounts paid as 
tuition fees for higher education. 
| Consideration of this question was 
deferred last August to permit it 
to be studied by the Section of 
Taxation, which may have a re- 
port for consideration of the 
House at this session. 

Other issues will include a pro- 
| posed Statement of ABA policy 
| on establishment of a “career pro- 
gram for lawyers in uniform”; a 
policy statement on the necessity 
for providing counsel for indigent 
defendants in criminal cases, and 
| Possible further action by the 
House on the revised omnibus 
federal judgeship bill now before 
| Congress. The Association’s Fed- 
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eral Judiciary Committee unde; 
the chairmanship of Bernard G 
Segal of Philadelphia, is schedw. 
ed to make a report on curren: 
efforts to bring about enactmen: 
of the legislation at this sessior 
of Congress. 


ae 
6 
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To Disenfranchise White; 
In Free Congo 


New York (ACCN) — Radicg! 
discrimination with a unidqus 
twist will be practiced in the 
Belgian Congo when that Afri- 
can colony gains its independ. 
ence June 30, United Press In- Se 
ternational reports from Brus 
sels. 

The Congo’s 100,000 whit <=. 
residents will be denied the righ: 4. 
to vote. € 

That privilege of citizenship cj, 
will be reserved only for the = sr, 
Congo’s 11 million Negroes 

Most of the white European: Tra 
in the Congo are civil servant; nt 
or employees of large coloniz 
firms, but could have qualified 
as bona fide residents. 














International Courts 


(Continued from page 1 








and to heed their rulings, and 
that ‘when the public recognizes 
the need it will demand that 
the new method of decision ur- 
der law in courthouses rep); Olace a 
decision by violence on battle-| <7 
fields.” is 

Rhyne estimated that a sys-| rest 
tem of local courts of origina} 
jurisdiction and circuit courts 
appeal would cost about 10 n 
lion dollars a year and contrast- 
ed this figure with the 100 bil-} 
lion dollars spent annually for’ 
military security now. 















Present Court 








| 

The present Internati | 
Court of Justice, set up in 1946 ei 
has achieved very little, Rhyn:| pe 
said, because several nations Re 





including the U. S., have re-f «. 
served the right to accept or re- “in 
ject that court’s jurisdiction in ‘ies 
individual cases; because it ha: a 
no authority to rule in disp 
between individuals; becaus: 
igation before it is too ee 
since it sits only in the Nether-| ,7. 
lands, and because a single nPe,, 
cannot begin to consider al! the 
controversies which arise in to- 
day’s world. 
The International Court 6 pop, 
Justice would not be scrappec 
however, but would remain un-# 6; a; 
der the proposed system as the - 
highest tribunal with fina! ap- 
pellate jurisdiction. 
Meeting 
President John R. Kelly greet 
ed the assemblage on behallf ¢: 
the New Jersey State Bar A 
ciation and made the point 
all efforts for peace must 
in the hearts of men. Su 
Court Judge Frederic R. C€ 








t 



















spoke for the Essex County 
Association in the absence 
President David Stoffer who was 


out of the state. 

The meeting. which was Wt. 
attended by members of the Dent 
and bar, was sponsored 5 
New Jersey and Essex C y 
Bar Assn’s and the N. J. bi 
of the American Ass’n fo! 








United Nations. A panel d au 
sion preceded the  lunchedo — 
Panelists were Lyman M. Ton) *'€n 
del, Jr., Chairman of the ABA} “*nts 
Section of International anc) aren 
Comparative Law; Dr. Thom sf une m 
Hovet, Jr., associate professor © “orceri 
government at N.Y.U. and Ms| ‘Sed t 
Richard J. Newman, vice pre esi} ‘Xing 
dent of the N. J. League of Wome: Res; 
Voters. comm: 

Joseph Harrison, editor of tht) ing, is 
N. J. Law Journal, presided #| ——— 
both sessions. aU a 

Robert N. Wilentz of Perl U9 
Amboy, and Judge Colie, - ay 
chairmen of the co-sponsor Se 
committees of the New Jerse i Un 


State and the Essex County B# 
Associations, respectively. 


™e 
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l Price 
Continued from page 1) 

under def endants to specifically de- 

Td G send against unfair competition 

nedw- -narges with assertions of viola- 






of the anti-trust laws com- 
mitted by plaintiff. 
‘Br oadly stated, the law of un- 








eSsior 
fair competition serves to safe- 
z i the competitive commun- 
nites .:y against the methods of trade 





pusiness of its neighbors, 
7 are repugnant to and de- 
tive of equal opportunity 
nest competition and to 
edy such practices for the 
‘tion of free enterprise. 

ne anti-trust laws are de- 
ed to maintain competitive 
and provide additional 
with which to keep com- 
1 free. The economic pur- 
pose underlying the Sherman 
Act was to preserve the competi- 
ystem in industry; the 
n Act was intended to 
othen the methods of main- 
z competition; the Federal 
created 












peans Trade 





Commission was 
vant: in the hopes that it would be an 
lonia) y ever-wakeful watchdog in the 





f eliminating unfair me- 
of competition. The patent 
vyhich grant monopoly and 
rise to civil actions for in- 
nent must be considered 
ist the fair trade laws which 
a cause of action for un- 
ompetition against one 
ells below an established 
estraint is unreasonable 
therefore illegal if it is ac- 
nied with a specific in- 
accomplish a forbidden 
int, or if it falls within the 
of restraints illegal per se’. 
Fixing is illegal per se’. 
‘lear, up to this point, 
t as far as blanket imper- 
bility of price fixing. But 
bout the primary point of 
t between the patent laws 
> anti-trust laws and the 
point of conflict be- 
the fair trade laws and 
ti-trust laws. 
Courts have held 
fixing is illegal per se. The 
Suprer Court has stated that 
“in the absence of patent or 
other statutory authorization, a 
ntract to fix or maintain 
interstate commerce 
1g been recognized as il- 
legal per se under the Sherman 
Act." It would then appear that 
th an area of permissible 
price fixing but that it is ex- 
tremely narrow. 
general rule is that both 
horizontal and vertical agree- 
ments to fix or to maintain pric- 
ul # es are per se violations of the 
* Section 1 of the Sherman Act. 
ape Therefore, the only exceptions 
to this principle would lie in the 
rea agency relationships, 
contracts patent 











that 





nrires Yn 








rade 


or 


rela- 
to 


of the agency 
an instrument 


The use 
nsnip as 
ntrol prices presents a narrow 
and tortuous path. In the Car- 
boloy case’ Judge Knox express- 
fd the close scrutiny to which 
any agency relationship will 
injected. Courts will ex- 
with great care to dis- 
whether the relationship 
agency in fact or involves 
rather than through, 
gent. Even if the agency is 
Jnce upheld, the question may 

the} raised time and time again 








ground that over the 
has become a sham. 
the technical require- 
of a valid agency are ap- 
; the Supreme Court in 
le > oat case stated quite 

tcefully that agency cannot be 
Used to legalize horizontal price 








Sxing between competitors. 
heat 
mmon 





Price maintenance, 
’ known as fair trad- 
nother by-way to legal 











States rv. General Electric ¢ 
Py Bet . 989. (SDNY 1948) 
? 45 =n States rv. Mase 216 TI S 


Fixing 


price fixing and price mainten- 
ance. The states enact the fair 
trade law; the Federal statutes, 
the Miller-Tydings’ and McGuire 
Act’ simply exempt from the 
prohibitions of the Federal anti- 
trust laws and the Federal Trade 
Commission Act anyone engag- 


ing in fair trade _ practices 
sanctioned by a State fair 
trade statute. Although the 


Supreme Court of the United 
States has not yet ruled on the 
constitutionality of the McGuire 
Act, the constitutionality of state 
fair trade laws under the re- 
strictive state constitutions have 
been considered by 31 of the 46 
states which have adopted the 
fair trade statutes. The high 
courts of 16 states have upheld 
the constitutionality of their re- 
spective state statutes. The high 
courts have handed down deci- 
sions in 15 more states that the 
fair trade statutes were uncon- 
stitutional either altogether or 
as applied to non-signers. Thus, 
there are at present 19 states and 
the District of Columbia where 
fair trade agreements are un- 
constitutional either wholly or 
with respect to non-signers. To 
this extent, the Federal enab- 
ling statutes do not apply and 
fair trade is illegal in interstate 
commerce under Section 1 of 
the Sherman Act. However, in 
the 31 states (where in 16 the 
court of last resort has approved, 
or in the other 15 where no de- 
cision has as yet been forth- 
coming), resale price mainten- 
ance may be legal. The subject 
of fair trade is too broad and too 
involved to be discussed fully at 
this session. Suffice it to say 
that although retail price main- 
tenance is exempted from the 
condemnations of the Federal 
Anti-Trust Statutes, where there 
is a valid state statute in exist- 
ence, horizontal price mainten- 
ance is forbidden in all fair trade 
states, for each of the state sta- 
tutes and the McGuire Act and 
Miller-Tydings amendments to 
the Anti-Trust Act expressly 
make provision that the fair 
trade acts shall not make lawful 
agreements as to price or the 
maintenance thereof between 
manufacturers or between 
wholesalers or between retailers 
or between persons, firms or 
corporations, in competition with 
each other. Only vertical price 
maintenance is permitted under 
the fair trade laws. Note, how- 
ever, that the fair trade law ex- 
pressly states that it shall only 
permit resale price fixing and 
resale price maintenance as to 
products which are in free and 
open competition with products 
of the same general class pro- 
duced by others. When Eastman 
Kodak company was the only 
producer of color film and tried 
to enforce minimum resale prices 
under the fair trade laws, its 
action was condemned. The court 
held that color film was in a 
class by itself. It was found not 
to compete with black and white 
film and therefore color film was 
not in free and fair and open 
competition. If we carry that 
reasoning to its next logical step, 
can any patented product or any 
product produced under a pro- 
cess patent have its price estab- 
lished under the fair trade laws? 
But we do Know with certainty 
that horizontal price fixing un- 
der the fair trade acts is con- 
demned by the courts’. 


But now we come to another 
part of the maze. A patented 
product may not be subject to 
vertical price fixing. Horizontal 
price fixing is sometimes per- 
mitted. 


In the shadowy areas of per- 
missible price fixing in the pa- 
tent field, the court has contend- 
ed that only through the price 
restrictive patent license may a 









631 (1952): 





5 ee 
$5 ‘ re Act... amer ec. 5 of th 
F. T..¢.. het by adding a new subsection (a) 

9. United States vr. McKesson & Robbins 


mn1 T. S. 2305 (1956). 


price be appropriately establish- | 
ed. The restrictive patent license | 
implies horizontality for the 
agreement is made with a com- 
petitor. 

Condemned is the vertical a- 
greement between patentee and 
those who are to process his pro- 
duct. This permissive area of 
price fixing provided in patent 
license agreements is not a 
smooth thoroughfare. It is full 
of ruts and pitfalls. 

Prices may be fixed lega':y by 
the price-restrictive patent li- 
cense. This method conditions 
the licensee’s privilege to use 
the patent on his agreement to 
sell the patented products at or 
above prices fixed by the paten- 
tee. Are these licenses legitimate 
adjuncts to the patentee’s mon- 
opoly under the patent Act”, 
or are they unreasonable re- 
straints of trade under the Sher- 
man Act"? It has been argued 
that the Patent Act is controll- 
ing because such restrictive li- 
censes both stimulate invention 
by increasing the patentee’s re- 
ward and accelerate the diffu- 
sion of patent knowledge within 
the industry by encouraging the 
patentee to license other pro- 
ducers. On the other side of the 
picture, it has been argued that 
restrictive licenses tend to bring 
higher prices, lessen competi- 
tion within the licensed group 
and aid in the perpetuation of 
the patent monopoly beyond the 
life of the patent. The principle 
laid down in the 1926 General 
Electric case that where a 
patentee licenses other manu- 
facturers to use his patent he 
may fix the price at which his 
licensees must sell has been cir- 


cumscribed by the Line Mater- 
ial’, the Gypsum'"', and the New 
Wrinkle decisions. In New- 
burgh-Moire Co. v. Superior 


Moire Co.", the Third Circuit 
held that the granting of a plu- 
rality of licenses containing 
price fixing provisions “trans- 
cends the authority of the Gen- 
eral Electric decision. 

On a number of occasions, the 
Court has had opportunity 
to specifically reaffirm or deny 


tne 


the validity of the principle of 
the General Electric case. The 
Line Material’ and the Gyp- 
sum case limit the G.E. ruling, 
but stop short general ap- 


plication of standards. When all 
the price restrictive patents li- 
cense cases are considered to- 
gether, the dominant considera- 
tions would appear to be the ex- 
tent of the tation of the 


recime! 





industry. At the _trial level in 
Newburgh-Moise case’, the New 
Jersey Federal District Court 
would not permit even the 
licensing of a “bare majority of 
the manufacturers in an indus- 
try.” Recurrently the question 
will arise: How much is a sub- 
stantial element of an industry? 
Does it mean but a trifling 


us assume that 
e Gypsum 


segment? But let 
somewhere between th 


case (where the entire industry 
was restricted) and the G. E. case 
(where but one manufacturer 


4 competitor de- 
and is refused. 


was restricted 
mands a license 
Would not an action for unfair 
competition lie if the patentee 
were to grant a license to one or 
two (or less than all) and re- 
fuse to license the other members 
when the consequence of such 
refusal would be to force them 
out of business? 

It would appear therefore that 
the permissive area in which 
agreements as to prices may be 
embodied in express contract is 
sharply restricted 





There is a very small, not ad- 
equately lighted road available 
to the cautious manufacturer. 
"40 35 I Pay 

13 ©. 8..4 

iz. United t f a 
272 I S. 476 2 

1 United 8 i} Cr 

U.S. 28 
Gupsum Co 
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'an 


This is the non-contractual road N. a 8 Practicing Lawyers 


to similar but more modest re- 
sults. It must be unilaterally | 
conceived activity. This is the 
right of customer selection im- 
plementing the manufacturers 
sole decision as to the desirable 


resale_ price structure for his | 
'entitled “Administration of Small 


products. These manufacturers 
must rely upon and use the 
Colgate doctrine” to “suggest” 
(as opposed to “fix’’) to their 
distributors that a certain price 
be maintained and a refusal to 
deal in the future with those 
distributors who fail to conform. 


The Colgate decision simply 
states that absent monopoly the 
unilateral refusal to deal is law- 
ful even though the intended or 
actual result would be unlawful 
if accomplished by agreement. 
For more than 30 years, the Col- 
gate case has been ignored by 
the courts. Recently, it has been 
reconsidered. The Second Circuit 
in the Adams-Mitchell case” 
held that if there is no agree- 
ment present to fix resale prices, 
there may be legitimate means 
of price maintenance notwith- 
standing the provisions of the 
Sherman Act. Such means in- 
clude a refusal to sell in the 
future to those who had not 
maintained a suggested price. 
In the recent case of U.S. v. 
Parke Davis Company”, the 
District Court for the District 
of Columbia reaffirmed the Col- 
gate doctrine and this case now 
moves upward for a Supreme 
Court determination which may 
be new life or sudden death of 
the Colgate principle. 


Great care, however, should be 
exercised by the manufacturer 
establishing the prices. He must 
be decisive in cutting off the 
non-conforming distributor, for 
it may be that if he discusses 
non-conformance and achieves 
conformance, an inference of 
agreement between manufac- 
turer and distributor might be 
drawn. What inferences would 
the court draw if a distributor 
once cut-off, becomes penitent 
and is re-admitted to the fold 
and maintains the price? 


Have our courts been studious- 
ly avoiding the establishment of 
understandable standard or 


1%. United States v. ¢ ate ¢ sou. S 
er TOT 
20. Adams 
huting Co 


Vitche (6. 1 Cambriduc Dis 
189 F 
United State 
1958), 164 F 


al 


Ir, Tp 





‘Institute To Offer Small 
Estates Course 


The New Jersey Institute for 
Practicing Lawyers will offer a 
comprehensive course this Spring 


Estates”, it was announced by 
Arthur L. Abrams, Director of 
the Institute. This will mark the 
completion of 19 years of Insti- 
tute courses for lawyers by law- 
yers. 

The course on Administration 
of Small Estates will treat in 
depth the problems confronting 
a lawyer in advising the Admin- 
istrator or Executor of an estate 
up to $250,000. It will cover the 
subject from the time of death 
to the final payment of counsel 
fees. 

The lecturers will be George 
Renton, Walter Leichter, Harri- 
son M. Durand, William Rowe, 
Everett M. Scherer and Doane 
Twombly. The course will be giv- 
en on six Tuesday evenings com- 
mencing March 8, 1960 from 7:15 
to 9:15 P.M. at the Essex County 
Courthouse. 














are they poorly equipped to un- 
dertake to define for industry 
and for lawyers the legal path- 
way to price fixing? The Courts 
will have many more oppor- 
tunities in the next year and it 
is hoped that they will accept 
the challenge. 
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SERVICI TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
786 Broad St., Newark 2 
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! ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
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—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, WN. J. 
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sir?” asked the agent. 


Massachusetts, 








Sphere of 


Influence 
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We like the yarn about the absent minded tycoon 
who dashed into an airport terminal and de- 
manded: “Give me a ticket, quick!” “Where to, 


boomed, “I’ve got business ALL over.” 


An amusing but typical example of most 


successful business today. 


Our own theatre of operation, for instance, 
while it couldn’t be accurately described as “all 
over”, does include facilities for furnishing of 
title insurance services throughout New York, 
New Jersey, Maine, Vermont, New Hampshire, 
Connecticut, 


other states through qualified insurers. 


THE TITLE GUARANTEE 
COMPANY 


CHARTERED IN NEW YORK STATE IN 1863 


NEWARK OFFICE: 1180 Raymond Blvd.: MArket 4-1331 
‘Xe. HACKENSACK OFFICE: 19 Banta Place: HUbbard 7-4300 


a 


“Anywhere, son’, he 


Georgia and in 
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Approved Law Lists 


The publishers of the follow- , 
ing Law Lists and Legal Direct- 33 West 42nd Street 
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of Compliance from the Stand- |THE NATIONAL LIST 
ing Committee on Law Lists of | The National List, Inc. 
the American Bar Association! 122 East 42nd Street 
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The Law List Publishing Com- 
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Forwarders List Company 
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New York 36, New York : sails - 
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LAWYERS Markham Building 


66 Summer Street 
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One Prospect Street 
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PLANNING AND ZONING 
CONSULTATION AND 
TESTIMONY 
Stephen Sussna, Associate A.I.P. 
M.P.A., LL.B. Professional Engi- 
neer Associate. References on 
request. 225 East Hanover St., 

Trenton, N. J. EXport 2-4521. 
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M. R. LANES | INSURANCE ATTORNEYS 
45 CLINTON tae 2, Wd. Alfred M. Best Company, Inc. 


75 Fulton Street 
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HINE’S INSURANCE COUNSEL | 
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State Bank Building 
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A Professional Engineers report 
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A.B.A. Sends 1960 Law | 
‘ Day Manual To 5,000 


Bar Officials 


CHICAGO—The American Bar 
Association’s 1960 LAW DAY USA 
Manual, containing information 
about the third annual observ- 
ance May 1 and suggestions for 


| local and state participation, was 


mailed out this week to about 
5,000 bar officials throughout the 
country. 


| 


QUESTION NO. 487 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


represent landlord and ten- 
ants under conditions stated. 
I was retained by the owner of | 
a building (T), 
been a client of mine for up- 





wards of fifteen years, and by 
two tenants of the same build- 


N. Y. County Lawyers Ass'n Ethics Opinion 


|provided the tenants’ conser: 
| thereto was received after fy 


Not Improper for Attorney to ‘disclosure of all the facts ip. 


|cluding the fact that other ten. 
|ants had seen fit to join th: 
‘landlord as a defendant. (Se: 
Canon 6) 


who is and has | 


Court Congestion 
Continues; List of Cure; 


AMERICAN BANK ATTORNEYS 


Publishing | 


The 32-page manual was mail- | 
ed to all bar presidents and secre- | 
taries, deans of law schools, Law 
Day chairmen, and ABA section 

|!and committee chairmen, as well 
as to members of the Association’s 
House of Delegates. 

| For the first time this year Law 
| Day falls on Sunday. 
| Eisenhower took note of this in 


The James C. Fifield Company | his 1960 Law Day proclamation | 


| which is published in the manual. 
| Also featured are specially pre-| 
| pared statements by three nation- 
| ally known churchmen represent- 
ing the major faiths, and state-| 
ments from a dozen leading na- 
| tional organization presidents. 
| Clergymen whose statements are 
| published in the manual are Rev. 
freee T. Dahlberg, President of 
the National Council of Churches 
| of Christ in the U.S.A.; Most. Rev. 
| Karl J. Alter, Archbishop of Cin- 
| cinnati and Chairman of the Ad- 
ministrative Board of the Nation- 
al Catholic Welfare Conference, 
and Rabbi Louis Finkelstein, 
| President of the Jewish Theologi- 
| cal Seminary of New York. 
The manual outlines the objec- 
| tives of this year’s observance and 
suggests types of Law Day pro- 
grams which would be appropri- 


President | 


ling, for the purpose of institut- H 
ing a suit against a third tenant Circulated \ 
(CB) for property damage sus- CHICAGO (ACCN) — Annu: 


'tained by the building and the 
|aforesaid tenants due to the 
pipes of an airconditioning unit 
poreonige causing considerable | ovement, the Journal of th: 

amage to the building American Judicature Society rz 
;and the property of the tenants. |“ 7 ae lety re. 


| I instituted an action in the i ass 
Supreme Court, New York Coun- . Pat 
ty, for the three plaintiffs for 
ithe reason that the aggregate 
sum was over Ten Thousand 
| ($10,000.00) Dollars. Separately, 
jeeeh would be brought in the 
City Court. 

An action (Action No. 2) in 
the City Court, New York Coun- 
ty, was instituted by an attor- 
ney (F), on behalf of another 
tenant (M) against the tenant 
(CB) and the installer of the 
air-conditioning unit as well as 
the company maintaining the) 
unit. | from the Administrative Office o 

An action (Action No. 3) was | the U.S. Courts, the state figure: 
for a tenant (W) against the | Administration, New York. 
tenant (CB) and the installer Ten suggestions to cure con- 
of the air-conditioning unit as | gestion have been recommended 
well as the company maintain- | by the American Bar Associat 
ing the unit. | and circulated to leading lawyer. 

Thereafter action number two | and trial judges: 
obtained an order serving a 1. Pretrail conferences, 


Surveys of state and federz 
courts show court congestior 
continuing with only spotty im. 


federal cour: 
slightly decreased their backlo: 
from a high of 75,000 cases ir 
fiscal 1958 to just under 74,000 a: 
the end of fiscal 1959 (June 30 
In state courts, as a whole, th: 
average time required for a per- 
sonal injury case to come to triz) 
after it is ready for the calende: 
increased to 10.1 months fror 5 


injury jury trials are used as: 
Standard because they are th: 
most serious cause of delays. 


The federal statistics com: 


9 » 





| ate for the occasion. It is divided 
linto twelve subject headings | 
| which include the following top-| 
| ics: | 
A listing of sources of recently 
| published materials on religion 
| and law; a compilation of biblical 
| passages on the subject of law; 
|a listing of films and recordings | 
on law; a listing of source mater- 
ials for speakers on various Law 
|Day subjects, including world 
| peace through law; and a listing 
| of dramatic reading materials 
| The manual is designed for dis- 
| tribution by bar associations to 
clergymen of all faiths, school of- 
| ficials, private organizations, and 
| other groups who may be inter- 
| ested in sponsoring Law Day pro- 
grams. Single copies will be fur- 
|nished to individuals upon request, 


|/and without charge, by the Am- 
|erican Bar Association. Bar as- 
|sociations may order multiple 
| copies at ten cents per copy. Or- 
ders for the manual should be 
| addressed to: American Bar As- 
| sociation, Law Day U.S.A. Obser- 
| vanee, 1155 East 60th Street, Chi- 
cago 37, Illinois. 





First National Bank Building 
Phoenix Arizona 
| SULLIVAN’S PROBATE 
| DIRECTORY 
Sullivan’s Probate 
ne. 
84 South Cherry Street 
Galesburg, Illinois 
Foreign Law Lists 
BUTTERWORTHS EMPIRE 
|LAW LIST 
| Butterworth & Company 
(Publishers) Ltd. 
| 88 Kingsway 
| London, W. C. 2, England 
| CANADIAN LAW LIST 


Directory, 


imy client, 


| company. 


| been filed, 


supplemental summons upon the | plan to assure that lawyers ar 
owner of the building (T) mak- jin court and prepared when : 
ing him a third party defendant. trial is called, 3. encouragemen: 
The third party defendant CE): to lawyers to accept non-jur 
(one of the plaintiffs trials, 4. longer court hours ant 
in Action No. 1) is represented | shorter summer vacations, 
by an attorney of his insurance’ more use of quasi-judicial per- 
sonnel, 6. more trial aids such 2 
impartial medical testimony, 7 
more use of less-congested lowe: 
courts, such as referees and ar- 
bitrators, 8. better court statistic 
to help diagnose problem ar 
9. better court administration 
court reorganization t 


A note of issue has not as yet 
inasmuch as the at- 
torney for third party defendant 
(T), has not completed his ex- 
amination before trial. 

I am of the firm belief that 
the owner of the building (T), 





é and 10. 

is not legally liable for any clarity the functions of each par 

damages. Se eens of the court system and elima‘: 
However, in view of the fact overlappings. 


that the owner of the building 
has been made a third party de- 
fendant, I would appreciate your 
opinion as to whether I may in 
propriety continue to act as at- 


Though concern about cour 
congestion usually is directe dt te 
civil cases, serious delays in cri 

inal cases recently were disclo se 
by a California legislative 


1958’s average of 9.4 (Person: ? 


GH 








torney for the other two ten- ee 
hig Shae ‘ a mittee. Many persons there ha’ 
ants, knowing that other attor- — ik aa bc five months in j2 
: : } Sp t Dp to 2 Y (ns in ja. 
neys deemed it advisable to °F ti afer 
make the owner of the building *Waltins that. Mh) Lge 


One example disclosed by th 
committee was the holding 
man for 131 days pending tra 
on charges of shoplifting $59! 
worth of socks. 


a third party defendant. 

I have advised the two ten- 
ants, whom I represent, of the 
circumstances and have 
consented that % continue to act 
for them without making the 
owner a third party defendant. 
However, I still believe I should 
get your opinion. 

If you deem it improper for 
me to continue to represent both 
these tenants, would it be prop- 
er for me to suggest to the two 
tenants to retain the firm in 
whose suite I have rented an of- 0 
fice and with whom I am not Jersey Bars, has been admittt¢ 
otherwise connected in any as a member of the firn 
manner? Powell and Davis, Mount Ho.}} 
ANSWER TO QUESTION No. 487 The other partners are C.ors 

It is not deemed improper for R. Powell. James M. Davis, ¢!. 
the attorney to represent the Robert E. Dietz, Paul R. Kramé 
landlord and the two tenants and Anthony P. Tunney, Jr 


they 





Announcements 


Morton P. Weitzman is now en 
gaged in the general practice 0 
law at 420 North Wood Avenue 
Linden. 

Francis J. Hartman, a membé 
the Pennsylvania and Ne 





¢ 
i 
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Cartwright & Sons Limited 
2081 Yonge Street 
Toronto 7, Ontario, Canada 
| CARSWELL’S DIRECTORY OF 
| CANADIAN LAWYERS 
The Carswell Company Ltd. 
145 Adelaide Street, West 
Toronto 1, Ontario, Canada 





RUTH H. KNARR GERARD J. RICHARDS 
KNARR & RICHARDS 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 


54 Welland Ave., Irvington 11, N.J. Box 121A RD2, Newton, N.J. 
ESsex 5-5875 DUpont 3-4591 

















| THE INTERNATIONAL LAW 





LIST 
L. Corper-Mordaunt & Co. 
Pitman House, Parker Street 
London, W. C. 2, England 

KIME’S INTERNATIONAL LAW | 

DIRECTORY 
Kime’s International 

Directory, Ltd. 

107, St. Alban’s Road 

Watford, Herts.. England 


Law 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 
DEPENDENT NOT MEMBER 
OF HOUSEHOLD: Taxpayer and 
her son moved into the home of 
unrelated woman and con- 


and, at the time of her death, 
was living in Puerto Rico. 


a “non-resident not a citizen” 
as defined in the Federal estate 





buted most of the cash re-| tax law, the assets of the estate 
quired to run the house. hep the United States were 
Held: The homeowner is not not subject to tax. Estate of C.S. 
member of the taxpayer's poncho 19 TC 271, acq. IRB 1958- 


shold” and cannot be claim- 
y awe as a dependent. 
31 TC No. 48. 
a AYMENT TO WIDOW IS 
GI IFT: Taxpayer’s husband had 
n one of the two principal 


41, prev. non-acq. withdrawn. 
LIFE INTERESTS IN TRUSTS: 
In 1952 and 1953 taxpayers cre- 
ated trusts from which each of 
three children were to receive 
one-third of the trust income for 





P kholders of a corporation. |, ¢ ; 
He m ws an oral asc ieepones life. There was no power of in- 
pec wees’ * vasion, but the trust could be 





with the other prin- 
if either predeceased 
the corporation would 
the husband’s salary to 
> for a year. Upon her 


nent” 
that, 







terminated at any time provided 
the unanimous consent of the 
trustees and all of the then living 
children of the donors was se- 
death taxpayer received the in Although conceding that 
$35,000 from the corporation un- | “€ ‘ncome interests were present 
ser a corporate resolution stat terests, the Commissioner de- 
at the payment w: the taxpayers any annual 
ation of decedent’s past ©*clusion on the ground that the 
. power of termination prevented 

their valuation. 

Held: Since each life benefici- 
ary could, in effect, veto the ter- 
mination of this income interest, 
the usual actuarial tables could 
be used in its valuation, and that, 





tne 


hus- 


atau 
zs, | nea 
iS in 
+ 





services. 
Held: The corporation was not 
iin any way and the pay- 

a gift, not income, to 
Allinger, DC Mi 





17/58. 


FRAUD PENALTIES: Taxpay- 


er, a dentist, claimed a cash| the life interests being present 
yard at the beginning of the interests, the annual exclusion 


was available. Newlin, 31 TC No. 











rth 
h 


period. However, his 


proof was insufficient to rebut 46 
presumption in favor of the CHILDREN ADOPTED A- 





BROAD: While taxpayer was liv- 
ing in Germany as a United 
States Government employee, he 
adopted seven children. 

Held: The children became US. 
residents for the purpose of the 
dependency exemption when the 
adoption became final, even 
though the children were not 
physically in the U.S. Disney, DC 
Calif., 12/4/58. 

PAYMENTS NOT 


lissioner’s computation. 
Held: The fact that the gross 
1come reported for his dent 
-e bore no relation to ‘ee 
i 1e figures he entered 
his appointment book was evi- 
of fraud, and the fraud 
ties are upheld. Conway 
> Mass., 10/16/58. 
UNDERSTATED INCOME: 
axpayer was a shrimper with 
or no education. The Com 
wortn 





in 
in 











ALIMONY: 





ioner showed, by net Under the terms of a separation 

itations, that he under-! agreement, taxpayer was obliga- 
i his income for the years ted to pay his wife $50,000 in in- 
1952. stallments in less than 10 years. 


The understatement is He argued that the payments 


fficient evidence to establish be treated as coming within the 
d in the absence of a show- Code allowance for installment 
g of deliberate intent to evade payments made over more than 
Assessment of the deficien- | 10 years. If he failed to carry out 








is, therefore, barred by the’ the agreement, he said, the prin- 
e of limitations. Marinzu- cipal sum might not be paid until 


lich, 31 TC No. 50. 

Bai ye STATES INCOME: A 
month after he entered the Uni- 
at tes from Mexico, taapayer 
sted for illicit deali 
s. The money in his 


after the 10-year period. 

Held: The statute does not rec- 
ognize the possibility of non- 
compliance as a factor to be tak- 
sin en into consideration in deter- 
DOos- mining the period during which 








was assumed to repre- payments of the principal sum 
en ome received in this coun- are to be made. Accordingly, the 
4 these dealings. payments are not deductible. 


Stecker, 31 TC No. 76. 

TRAVEL EXPENSES: Taxpay- 
had for many years maintained 
come tax obligation. weaea, DC his home in Birmingham, Ala- 
N.Y., 6/11/58. bama. During the tax year he 
WIFE NOT PARTNER: was employed as a salesman. His 


“Held: Since taxpayer failed to 
ve to the contrary, this money 
rly applicable to his ra er 






cat 


With 














apital given her by her husband, | territory consisted of the state 
wife invested in two partner- of Texas and some surrounding 
$ operating taxis. Although areas. He was away from Bir- 
‘formed relatively incon- ingham about 75% of the time, 












itial services, she received d he spent 112 days during the 

tial distributions of pro- year Dallas. 
st of which was invested Held: Dallas was his tax home 
ts which interested her for the year and he is allowed 
ausband. travelling expenses while away 
Held: The parties at no time fre ] “home” even while 


ee ee 





in Birmingham. 
12/3/58. 
Decedent’s 


that the wife be a bona 
Niederkrome, CA-9, 


was 
DC Ala., 


“sky, 
el ESTATE: 
wife took out three life insurance 


partner. 
10 58 


NON - RESIDENT DECEDENT: 





+aXpayer was a citizen of the policies on the life of the de- 
-hited States and of Puerto Rico cedent. naming herself as own- 
=a — er and primary beneficiary. All 





2 premium payments were made by 
COMPLET premium payments were m 
e DTOREY COOPERATION checks drawn on the wife’s bank 


BRUMBERG, JUDLOWE 


was account. Over 95% of the deposits 
& SIGLER to the wife’s account, however, 


ACCREDITED PUBLIC ADJUSTERS ‘ies 


OF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES had their source in checks drawn 
34 Howe Avenue, Passaic, N. J. on the decedent’s personal check- 
ing account. 


Prescott 9-0362 





Held: Since e decedent 


DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


Diamond 2-1677 Leonard W. Meyer 


it was th 




















| who was thus indirectly paying | 
| the premiums, the insurance pro- 
| ceeds were includible in his gross 


Held: Inasmuch as she was not | 


5 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 

To all 


January 1960 | 
Garden State Container 
E-Z Pak Container Cor-| 


29, 


To All Creditors of 
Corporation And 


poration: 


DISSOLUTION 


to whom these presents may come, 














































































































| 
| estate. Loeb Estate, CA-2, 11/28/- 
58 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Greeting: — : 
. | was mate on January 29, 1960, by Honor- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ae | able Nelson K. Mintz, Judge of the New| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
LEGAL NOTICES | Jersey Superior Court, directing that all| ins for the voluntary dissolution thereo 
-- | ereditors or others having claims or demands by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
. t February 4, 1960); , the above corporations shall file holders, deposited in my office that 
Estate VE BLA ANN GRUCE, Ges eased. | their Yeaiygs or demands in writing, with HILSAM REALTY CORP. 
Pursuant Wo t I Dé AVivp "H. WiktN- | the trustees, 17 Academy Street. Newark 2 poration of this State, whose principal 
EK, Surrogate p County of issex. t18| New Jersey. under oath, on or before March office is situated at No. 75 Paterson Street, 
jay Made vn t icativu of the under- | 75 1960. specify ng the amount claimed and| i® the City of New Brunswick, County of Mid 
Admit used, motice | pi part peas : oe tha claten: and diesex, State of New Jersey (Morris Spritzer, 
I S vl said] T KE | FUR THE R NOTICE. that all cred- being the agent therein and in charge thereof! 
subseriber, under | ret gihiseel Maketaai-cde ea ie or claims | UPoD whom process may be served). has 
aims and demands | °° : . ‘ 3 lic the requirements of Title 14. 
jeceased within | “52 cory porations ee jeneral, of Revised Statutes 
r they will be eee Loe preliminary to the issuing 
I lig recovering poesia thi rtificate of Dissolution 
ul seriber there- NOW, PHEREFORE, 1, the Secretary ot 
GRUCI ‘ ion and! state ef the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
\V “ t " the corporations. > Certity that the said corporation did, on tle 
iz t 7 ne ? AARON LASSER, EDWARD KR. itth day of Febsunsy, 1960, file im my 
Ne J MeGLYNN, JULIUS STEIN vilice a duly executed and attested consent 
J lu frustees in Dissolution in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
< : s Aaron La porate executed by all the stockhoiders 
slat Jin Sh) 17 Academy Street theres Which said coset and the recur 
Bs iat nas 1 Ur slaAib Newark 2, New Jersey f the proceedings aforesaid are now 
1 it MSSULULION J.—Feb. 11, 18, 25 $16.52) in my said office as provided by law. 
. at ft F sents may come aoe ee Ke eee IN TESTIMON) WHEREOF, 
~ have hereto set my hand an 
ay : fb > os ee BE ger fixed my official seal, at 
Jol U vu ih t 2 sta “4 this ifth y “ 
s mtb CLE TIEICATE OB DISSOLUTION eal ee 
4 d ce Sluca a u ym ese vescnts may come and sixty 
uo bua » , 
K IN¢ Wie ik E AS. It sspears to my satisfaction scene of ate "i = 
5 Dticrivd ee the LJ Feb h.. 38; 23 S21.60 
tar ition none 
ark ousent all the 
3 in my office that STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EI INV ESTMEN'L CORP DEVARTMENT OF STATE 
f th State j CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTIUN 
thie to whom these presents may , 
« varie th ‘ 
the issuu - S. It appears to my satisfacti 
"Ebkiae _ ae Hu “Scag by henticated ree he of the proceed 
the Se retary of ribbees . das i the voluntary dissvlution thereo 
w Jersey = ee by t unanimous consent of all the st 
rat — oa holders der wsited in my oftice that 
Sec ly 14, ‘ él "ere “ bss HIPIEN REALTY CORP. 
tt 7 ot e crm ren i rporation ¢ this State, whose 
oe this ificate of Dissolution. : 4 , ca 
wn s ! "NOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of | itice, is situated at No. 1110 24th Street, in 
r 11, the stockholders | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby a eo wicaes hema Oe oon v bees 
ui seut aud the record | Certify that the said corporation did, on th sans ee eee 
yoeed 1D, suid are now on Mle} Fifth day February, 1960, file in my} 40%! verein and in charge 
“office vided by jaw. fh a duly execu fea ‘and attested consent heres ss mnay be served), 
iN res NY WHERKBOF, 1 | in witthae to the dissolution of said cor- | 2#S complied with the requirements of Title 
have le set bund aud al- |, ration, Bs ypeo by all the stockholders 1, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
xed my seal, at Jreuton. | thereof hich said consent and the record New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
is 5 February, | of the oianseal ngs aforesaid are now on file | °f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Seal) A.D. 4 Bit une indred | jn my said office as provided by law. OW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary o 
ind sixt IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. State the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
bUWAKY PATTEN have hereto = my hand and at- |‘ entify that the said corpo ration did, on the 
secretary fixed my official seal, at Trenton th day of Februar 1960, tle in my 
ke il 2 s21.Gu this Fift day February, office a duly executed and i attested cunsen! 
STATE OF NEW JERSE) Seal) ix one thousand nine hundred ent area Ball an aa cata 
VDEPARTMENL OF SLalk ba N mEN thereof, which said consent and the record 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSOLUTION EDWARD J. PATTEN. € ithe chy afarssata pes acer ia file 
fo all to whom ts muy Secretary of State. er pet . Poppet peak by sit oe 
Greeting: L.J.—-Feb. 11, 18, 2: éns| TIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
WHEREAS, It ap satisfaction, | a - have hereto set my hand and af 
by sayy eet ch a> “seep le boa Bar ih greta ESSEX COUNTY COURT fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
ngs 10 1e olunta lisseiution Lhereol kg this t ty ‘ February, 
by bes — al » stuck seh ( a Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundrd 
holders, deposited in t aud sixty 
dates Saige has EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
a ¢ 2s lob » : “re Gy 
ee “ig “attain +4 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION: |, , _ ,,, Secretar of State. $9160 
in the City Newark, ( |} POR THE CHANGE OF NAME OF : Feb , 25 $21.6 
st ; 1] DELLA MARIE BODE, AN INFANT, STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
BY HER MOTHER AND NATURAL DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
UARDIAN. FRANCETTE SOPHIA BoD! CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ANID ee ped ETTE SOPHIA BODE jv alt to whom these presents may pee 
INDIVIDU LY TO ASSUME TIll Greeting 
NAMES OF eo LLA MARIE PAUL = R 7 —» It appears to my satisfaction 
f th Ce cate AND FRANCES SOPHIA PAUT by uthenticated reeord of the proceed 
‘NOW, THEREFOR wal ‘th ge voluntary dissolution ther 
tute of the State New « Della Marie Bove in infant, by her Mother | t the unanimous consent of all the stock 
y that the said }and Natural Guardia Francett Sophia | ! jers, deposited in my office that 
hd Bode, and Franecette Sophia Bode, lividu DURES MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
lly, having this 4th day of February, 1960 ! ation of th St tate, whose principa 
: eation t t ) july flice is situated at No. 2 5 » Avenuc 
issum i fown Bloomiiele ‘ounty of Essex 
and it if Ne J (Harold J. Ellington, 
OK to ng t agent therein and in charge thereof 
ik with all|!von whom process may be served). ha 
} smplied with the requ irements_ of Titl 14 
he Be rporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
tixe< Jersey prelir minary o the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution 
Seal) A.D -REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
and xt the State of New Jers lho Hereb 
EDWARD that the said corporation did, on the 
Secretary t of Februa 60, tile im omy 
] } 1 $21.60 i ( t ) rt 
STATE OF NEW ERSEY sistas kao aneis e to 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE MARII PAUI Ye 
CERTIFICATE OF ISSOLI TION PAUL from and ( 
To all to whom t é nts may come t) with ‘ : . 
Greeting “4 a ce } iia sae 
WHER EAS, It satisfaction. | in the New Jersey IN ‘TESTIMONY WHEEEOF, 1 
euti the proceed- tw la afte have hereto set my hand ida 
ition thereof | f\. y and tixed my official sea at ‘Llrenton 
all the stock J t h hi Fift tay it February 
- A.D., one thousand 
ORD s St . Drips: s 
> La le whose prir oe t hh LDWARD J PATTEN, 
Stree nd Secretary of State. 
( ‘“e ‘ J Feb. 1 1S, 25 21.60 
p H : " dathaaeasiaa 
we . TAT) OF NEW JERSEY 
= DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
2 BI CER MIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
) a \ lo tu whom these presents may come, 
2 “4 Crreeting 
- ee LJ. I v9.80 WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
_ , ¥ authentic ‘ated record of z. e proceed 
: Diss nes for the voluntary disso tion there 
NOW, THEREI Secretary of sniinous consent of sit the atc! 
State of the oe & vew Jersey, ‘Do —— ER sie RSE) ited is I jitice that 
nat the sa oration did, on e SUPERI ERS ‘ PrANI ‘ pop ION 
rwe = at rs e in| CHAN COUNTY Cries pr ‘ vi ORATIO: 
my office a duly uttested consent | DOCKET J-2400-59 
in writing t said cor- Betw ral I an 
poration, exec ' stockholders F ilbe ‘ Sta 
he bic the record By » atl ol ng t rr 
if Ce r won file | xe u Lirected, I * 1 whem 
n } ? s Pu Ve 1 Room 5-1 ' d with 
: ‘ House, in ‘ Tuesday 2 fiat 
bg $ h s i oY pt New Jers 
fis Fi £ tit nd ti ert 
t I ‘ nd to all NOW Til 
Seal) A.D e ! st be mS 
Say een Se = PD ATYPON . } ( I t 
EDWARD PATTEN sins 
Sanwate , St \ x 
° sbi od : 2971 ) BEC NING } x 
5 1960 e \ ing at ’ 
~ I ‘ ILETO - > pe iy eg? 
ne I 
. iT 9 
, ' 97.9 ‘ t} FA . 
} poe ‘ ye samnce ive my hand and af- 
' nth 49 dex ( 95.19 feet fixed my official s t Trent 
I es f 1 thence I ria 
= rieng Sul degre ion es 7 A.Dp - , 
om, we 30 f poin and $ \ 
} REGESNENG DWARD J. PATTI 
j ¢ Lore ? ereta of State. 
‘ r they v : a : : L.J.—-Feb. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 
bc . ’ 6 g r g e and oe 
IN A Being ‘ as T1604 
“ & ‘ N N J 
+ ¢ @ 4 sal 
Ny 2 s 1 I red a s 
} Ip ] < es ae 
ore . -* nee N 3 I 60 
re oe ee | SOMEONE 
WIENER, Surrog y L.J.—Feb. 11, 1%, 25, Mar. 3 $30.28 | 
: Seeking Information? Confidential Investigations § L O A 1 E D ? 
beoie Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Eliz. 2-3359 . 
i aga Licensed and Bonded Established 1935 9 | 
thin etx month ds “DOMESTIC CASES {Que SPECIALTY” || 
will be forever r CIVI - DIVORCE TRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
ve t 513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y. 


HANUS. “NATIONAL 
DETECTIVE AGENCY 


(Round the clock 24 hour service) 
1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J. 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
| _— 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY y DEPARTMENT OF STATE | STATE OF NEW JERSEY Dated: January 26, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STAT tp | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATE ESTATE OF FRANK BRANDT, dece E> 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pursuant to the order of DAVID ¢ : 
To all to whom these presents may come,| 70 ali to whom these presents may com: Greeting: ‘ all to whom these presents may come WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esse, 
Greeting: Greeting: WHERE? AS, It | ar pears to my satisfaction. | Greeting: this day made on the application of 4 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHERE: AS, It appears to my satisfaction. duly ¢ record of the ¢ ed EAS, It appears to my satisfaction undersigned, Executor of said decea or 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- ty duly authenticated record of for dissulution thereof | by y authenti icated record of the proceed- | notice is hereby given to the credi “ 
ings fur the voluntary dissolution thereof mae ye oats om ¢ go ‘yf of all d in at ‘that ocuell roa hegre ra on oe boos cube sulk at sdbeaaiian. eae Ge 
. ; “egy ? 7 wy ie unanimous conser 0 ll the de Os iter tic ng J €e ous consent of ail StocK- | under cat or ti i a 
se sesame M igyonng _ ,* aa stock: | holders, deposited in my “oft e “that A. STEWART REALTY CO. olde ted in my office that _ Senande Speinek pe gensed wh oe = 
s TRUONG CUARD ~4 oe ‘ E RE CTION, INC. | TALLER & ¢ SOOPER, oo n of State, whos principal | 'S HOME BAKERY, INC. | Within from this date, or the 
agsoctikovtnes bespoateg ry © ms. Me E 10 I} ea te of this Stat pri Ni 39 North Clinton | 2 ration of this State, whose principal | wij) be - barred from prosecut bie, 
a poration of this State, whose prir cipal 7 ‘Indao D m Bi | ast ; Orange, County of ituated at No. 58 Washington Stret, | 1 e against the sube wil 
fice is si ; Columbia Road, ty of H (Wilma E. Tug-|in the Town of Bloomfield, County of Essex, | sVINC $ INSTITUT rec 
1 the k (P.O. Parlin, | ¢ 3. Thomy in and in charge | of New Jersey (David A. Rappeport. | ype ey 5 
x of New Jersey | being the ej in charge there “ess may be served), | the agent thercin and in charge thereof. | } Poe 8: 
the agent therein | upon. whom process may be served), has ~juirements of Title whom process may be served). has | u 1 
upon whi mM process | complied with the requirements of Title 14, . of Revised Statutes the requirements of Title 14. | j. 1 25, Mar. 3 Ne 
has complied with the | Corporations tevised Statutes . Genera Revised Statutes : oe . : peseareei > 4 
requirements of Title 14, Corporations, | uf New Jee to the rsey. in to the issuing 7 
Ge one , of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, | of this i ition. f this Certificate of Dissolution. undersigne sa 
eliminary to the issuing of this Certificate | NOW, THE REFORE, I. the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, Becretary il angi ce 
Dissolution. | State of the State of New Jersey, Do I y Certify that the said corpo id. on the | | ramet 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | Certify that the said corporation di zm. 1959. file in : of the State of New J+ Jy. “Do Hereby lo 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Thirty-first day of December. 1959 attested consent | Twentieth day of January. 1960. file in | i 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | my office a duly executed and at of said cor- | ay offic ily executed and atteste ad consent | G 
Yhird day of F bruary, 1960, file in my riting to the dissolution stockholders | in wri to the disso! ‘ution of sai id cor- | ; V 
ee a an commons | Batt executed by all the stockh lders 2 r wration, exec ited by all — ee |< by 
in writing ‘to the disselution of said cor- | . “the pines Reaagy nt ¢ he r r aid consent pact thane pena | ings 
I tion, executed by all the stockholders | in my said < s eoriaad by law. j ¢ 
thereof, which said consent and the record | IN I TESTIMONY rH E 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | have hereto hereto set a 
in my said office as provided by law. | fixed my iciz al 2 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} this Thirty-f lay ts . tk ix 
have hereto set my hand and af-| (Seal) A.D.. one thousand i an 1 fitty-1 4 * PATTEN sea : housand s 
ixed my official seal, at Trenton, and fifty-nine. EDWARD J. PATTEN. and sixt isiiaieo 
et ee ee START a DP ATCUEN Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN. + 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred Secretary of State 26, Feb. 4, 13 $21.60 pecretary Of tate. ¢ 
a acta L.J.—Feb. 11, 18, 25 $21.60; ————_—_ rT ( 
DW ARD J. PATTEN a ee ee Le ee ke eae OF NEW JERSEY o- 
Secretary of State. STATE OF NEW JERSEY Ip RTMENT OF STATE 0 
LJ Feb. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 DEPARTMENT OF STATE CE KT ic ATE OF D: SSOLUTION FE . 
PASE) See CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To to whom thease gente may come ee Se Oe Be Beni oe apts 
: ; ae To all to whom these presenta may come, Granting STATE OF NEW JE Ce 
HUDSON COT NTY COURT | Greeting: WHERE DEPARTMENT OF STA Nine 
DOK : ET NO. 73982 | WHEREAS, It appears to my sf y duly CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION = 
Civ ee , by duly authentic ated rec¢ ord of the To all to whom these presents may 
JUDGMENT ings for the voluntary dissoluti: WHERE. —- 
IX THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ; | DY, te unanimous consent of all t _ . aa as ore ‘ 
OF DANIEL ROSENBLUTH, INDIVIDU- Eiders. eens sited gs Bey rye corporation of this te. whi rincipal “then & 
ALLY AND AS NATURAL GUARDIAN OF eb es A Neopet + Con ; 
LARRY ALLEN ROSENBLUTH, : | A eore eee pee eee 
RANDI ELLEN ROSENBLUTH, AND 2/50 the CH or he ‘ . 
LAURIE ANN ROSENBLUTH, INFANTS, ats, ad ies ee 
POSLYN BPOSENRLU’ TS 7 3EnN ate Je v (Se u nas Se 
: i vi to ASSUME taf ht gl : | being ent therein and be ehs City ‘ r 
: eRY + pene | upon whom process — e ser : ¢ tes Pie 
ta ] I> ROS! YN REED : Corporations, General, = Re vised Stati ites cf mn. oe . upon EN “proc ess may be served I 
RESPECTIVELY ’ of New Jerse preliminary to the issuing Secretary of ie o | aan with . cantisemeuee oe 754 = 
_ pare of this Certificate of Dissolution. the State Do Hereby ‘Do Hereby | Cororations, General, of Revieed 6 
7 a 7 . an + 4 ia it the said corpor yn ic . o rerebD3 orporations, rvenerai, yt vevis > 
DANIEL ROSENBLUTH, individually and |. NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of eas “a he borat Ay did. on the | of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
eeesall f Larry ! State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby suly eee! tana ctenatad porate: ary, 1960, file in| of this Certificate of Dissolution. } 
t y exec eis ed | and attested consent NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secre 3 Jo al 
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t Real and I ing to the| in my said office as provided by law. at Trer 2 3 1a 
€ they have complicd with all the | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I of December oxed Pal co sai eg paca it Trent of the proceedings aforesaid are now on f:} a cor 
pl he Statutes R.S. 2A:52-1 et] have hereto set my hand and af- | (Sea nine hundred ies _D wen ener enzaks apne | in my said office as provided by law. 
set kul e Court being | fixed my official seal, at Trenton a aie Coote Ct ee IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
S e » » reasonable ob , First day of Feh EDWARD J. PATTEN have hereto set my hand 
Jections (Seal) H D.., one thousand nine : . €91 a0 Secretary of State F fixed my offic jal seal, at T 
] f Februs 1960, a , <1.08 L.J Jan 28, Feb. 4. 11 $21.60 this Twen day of 
Daniel yluth, E DW "ARD J. PATTEN, ————— = i aaa tess = (Seal) A.D., one “thot ave nine 
atural guar n of Secretary of State. er ’ STATE OF NEW JERSEY and sixty z 
Randi Ellen Rosen-| L.J.—-Feb. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 DEPARTME NT ‘OF ohare DEPARTMENT OF STATE EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
bluth, Infants, and; ————— 7 TS ~ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Secretary of State. 
Rose aie th they are hereby TATE 7NE popy CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ail hom these presents may come LJ Feb. 4, 11, 18 
ca en Viaean ati: Sf Dantel't STATE OF NEW JERSEY To all to whom these presents may come, | *” aus FO. SCROM £9 a a eee a é 
/ re ub mame DEPARTMENT OF STATE Greeting: sh tii Fa eee Meme a 
on en tee “ vdeo 4 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _ WHEREAS, It appears to my we on arcana taped STATE NEW 
ifter bested a 0 that within 10 days | Zo all to whom these presents may come, |?¥ duly a eee nticated record of lution thereo! DEPAR: T ¢ UF 
intiffs e a copy of this| Greeting: ing cene —— lt the etock- |. CHERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTI N 
: on thli Behyse Hi tt <a sey |, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction = ee ange i fice that o all to whom these presents may 
1 “fae 20. ithe Jersey |by duly authenticated record of the proceed- aussi Saeatese, my office “tha f ‘YE ‘ARS, Greeting: 
af Journal ar nd within 20 days hereof they | ,° ite BUFFAL OQ 7 EATHE R F INISHERS _ P WHEREAS, It appears to my satis 
« and record judgment, affidavit of publica- | ings } for the voluntary dissolution thereof Cc ORPOR ATION, INC. this State, whose principal by duly — +3 ed record of the e 
tion of notice and of judgment. with the | PY, — —— Sees = all the stock- |. corporat this State, whose principal tore No. 27, Bergen- | Mog Baye gy Belli on a 
Hudson County Clerk and that a certified | "lders, deposited in my office that t 173-177 Ridge Street, South |r th sent of all the stu 
copy of this judgment be filed with the rE} ERAL < ER iT M . ORPORATION - » Ci County of Essex, Road in | holders, deposited in office that 
Seer , of State pursuant to the provisions | # Corporation of this State, whose ei et of New Jersey (John A. Manna, Jr. ctor R ENKO ASSOCIATES 
f atute and Revised Rules in such | office is spingede ets No. 1040 River a. an g the agent therein and in charge thereof Feigl. i of this State. y 
and provided | the he rough of Eag ‘ ew: _ ! whom nbroce S83 may be served). has caer: the rel _—_ _—- thee \« nated at No. 7 = 
" > , JUREY ite of ? y erse - lied wi e requireme s le : % a te? : ‘ = =e of € r 
eres ee mere Cc being the agent therein and in charge thereof ré ‘ Gen € ty rp 8 wet compll — én — a Tetat te State of New Ps a KY a 
On ff Harry Mopsiek, Ess “""“" {upon whom process may be served), has New . preliminary to the issuing erations. General, of Revised Statutes | | is the agent the , rge them 
Ge I , Esq $11.79 [complied with the requirements of Title 14, | of this ce ar Macalntson f New Jer Prsey, % oreieamers to the issuing ae cet t therein and in charge . 1 
tS es | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes NOW F OR FE, I, the Secretary of = — THI "REI \ penOrnOn: ) with the requirements of T 4 — 
~ | > + , Ee State of the State of x aad ( E FORE, I, the Secretary of = “ace - 
|of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing ite he state New Jersey, Do Hereby | a,°5. + 4h Stat XN J Do Hereby reneral. of Revised 
ESSEX 4 ig ¥ rie COURT lof this Certiticate of Dissolution. ‘ f id corporation did. on the ‘ snr ate of \ew silrpal fe ceproigd preliminary to the 
ivi | NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of mber 9. file in ot080. fle in | of Dissolution. 
a DG ME NT | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby and oneea uted and estested consent . : FORE, I. the Secretary 
| Cert ify that the said corporation did, on the pirated eee dissolution of said cor- | St if the State of New Jersey, Do i 
Tn the , Matter of the A - Second day of February, 1960, file in) my y all the "ae ‘khol de - by all ‘the stockholders | Cert he said 4o poration an i 
trash ge Bn ee 4 his : shes a duly executed and attested consent | o¢ the proceedings Bisse ra Sods bey pe “onsent and the record day of 
M ARIA BALI AK ral eee : |} in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | jn % — gic nad ee tae : or d are now on file 
othe ERAaco at | poration, executed by all the stockholders WHEREOF. I office as provided by law. 
er EB ABIAK. . ' thereof, which said consent and the record my hand and af- TE STIMONY WHEREOF, 1 ‘ 
ne ene : | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file seal, at Trenton here et stderr one af- wit 
KADY ee ee ee ee | in my said office as provided by law. this Thirty-first day of December into inept ole at Trenton, ¥ . 
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ne t ume another o} = ss caadas o ebruary, Bag 7 ‘ Secreta ot State t 5 7 
BAL 1 ‘ik aa pees to | ines ae one thousand ne hundred J Jan 28. Feb. 4. 11 £21.60 | | T Jan 28. Feb. 4. 11 $21.60 Sealy A 4 Bolg thousand nine I 
hat he has complied with all the amd sixty. = OE Kee Tea we SECT T see -_— and sixty a & 
visi the New Jersey Statutes 2A: | EDWARD J. PATTEN, Dated: January 7, 1960 SHERIFF'S SALE ohds rps J 2 osees i 
12-1 et seq. and Revised Rules, and_ the | ee er one. ESTATE OF MARION B. HOLDEN, deceased SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-56 lee ae $2188 
t being satisfied thereof and ‘that there | LJ. Feb. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 to the order of DAVID H-| scpenion COURT OF NEW. JERSEY, | —————— ~~ —} «. 
e no reasonable objections thereto; Ronn ee ea rE " = . Surrogate of the County of Essex, | ~ GHaNCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. 
It is on this 4th day of February, 1960, STATE OF NEW JERSEY made, on the applicatien of the | DOCKE r NO. F-464-50-—Between Mohawk STATE OF NEW JERSEY es UE 
ged that Karl Piller, an infant, be DEPARTMENT OF STATE igned. Executor of sald deceased. | Sayings and Loan Association, a corporation | DEPARTMENT OF STATE bhie 
» is hereby authorized to assume the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION notice is hereby given to the creditors of | of New "Te sey Pla nt and Edward Wil- CER TIF ICATE “OF DISSOLUTIK : . 
une of Karl Babiak from and after the 4th| 70 all to whom these presents may come, | said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber! jiams, et als.. Def bape Execution for | T% to whom these presente aaa on TS 
lay of March, 1960, ul that within 10 Greeting: under oath or affirmation, their claims and | x of Morte ged Poca. 5 | 0 ee ’ ° p sos police 





above stated writ of | WHEREAS. It appears to my satis 





lays hereof, plaintiff cause a copy of this WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | demands against the estate of said deceased. 
judgment to be published in the New Jersey | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | Within six months from this date, or they | 
ournal and within 20 days after entry |ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | Will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
judgment he file affidavit of publication! by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Tecovering the same against the subscriber 
judgment and judgment with the Essex} holders, deposited in my office that GEORGE B. ASTLEY 
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County and a certified copy of the 22 PARK PLACE COMPANY 
iiinent with the ‘retary of State pur-|a corporation of this State, whose principal | Newark, “. premises hereinafter |a corporation of this State, whose pr ‘ 
suant to the provisions of the Statute and | office i ituated at No. 11 Commerce Street, | &- J Jan, 14, 21, 28, Feb. 4, 11 . situate, lying and | office is situated at No. 31 East R 7 
Revised Rules wh case made and pro-|in the City of Newark, County of Essex. Newark, Essex County. | Avenue, in the Village of Ridgewood, y 
State of New Jersey (Mae A. Kaplus, Dated: January 1S, 1600) =". inte Fa ‘ a f Bergen, State of New Jersey (Pau! A on i i 
s/ JAMES R. GIULIANO _ | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | ESTATE OF HELEN KONOPKA, deceased. | BEGINNING in the westerly line of John- | ¢ the agent therein and in coe™) _ 
: - J.C.C. | upon whom process may be served), has | Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| ite avenue at a boint therein distant seventy- | 0 whom process may be serve: > 
L.3.—-Feb. 11 $8.28 complied with the requirements of Title 14. | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, | ‘S) ice . one-hundredths of a foot | ¢ ed with the requirements 
: | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | this day made, on the application of the| from the intersection | 14, Corporations, General. of Revised Stat" 
SS ae ae lof New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | undersigned, E r of said deceased, | ° ortherly line of Wat-|of New Jersey. preliminary to the ls’ “Tl 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY of this Certificate of Dissolution e is to the creditors of | * ing thence along the | of this Certificate of Dissolution. . S 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE |" "NOW DHERSEROBE. 1 the Gectetacy of SCRGRREA 4o LERIRIE to Re subscriber | 1 avenue north forty-four (44) | NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary "> > 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Pion a eica? - eau cee he Bee Ray (ese eics aMitnatiod: tele claiwa and | eteen Pike: one-half (19%) minutes | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Her: 
To ali to whom these presents may come. beneethgh saga nid ee + pag caaaiaits’ Rie iikt aba eatate OF oak ia asnneeea: ight and sixteen one-hundredths | Certify that the said corporation 4d} 
M 1 . e 8a orporatio € as . Ss . 7 >t nort 5 irt ¢ . 
Greeting : = ‘ : | Third day of Fet = a 1960, Ale an aes within six months from this date, or they | goo, “north a ty-one <S1) bee. . day of December. Lot 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction uit ‘ ebrua i in my forever Garsed) from! orieecatine Tord: . - 44) minutes west seventy- | my © a dnly +xecuted and attestex 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | office a uly execu ted and attest ed consent ae cds megiaasenen oe sor pohaeatin’ | ight one-hundredths of jin to the dissolution of 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof in writing to the dissolution of said cor- WARY HORVATH alec kacwn ae thence south thirty-eight — exec uted by all the 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Poration, executed by all the stockholders MAE HORVATH se teak: te ee ee tor ae which said consent and f 
holders. deposited in my office that | thereof, which said consent and the rec JAMES A DOWD. Attorney rie Bian iM gt ch thence in a south- | of the vroceedings af oresaid are 
FISCHER PROCESSING COMPANY ING, | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on ann ad Attorney easter y course Seventy feet and sixty-two |in my said office as nrovided br a0F 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | in my said office as provided by law. . 9 NJ on redths cs foot (70.62) to the point | IN = STIMONY WHER age 
office is situated at No. 321 Millburn Avenue, IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 1 y.—Jan. 21, 28, Feb. 4, 11, 18 tlm ee en ee ey et at : 
in the Ts wnship of Millburn, County of Essex, | have hereto set my hand and af- a inns : ist ae 2 ne = eet No. 333 Johnson | —_ By i — ‘ x 
State oo ve Jersey ornes i | ° >] seal. § rn or aE OR ae - 4 : | - i i - dg f 
sone en cai ond - a ; th ar neg “T oe yt 23 Ts ae Take Notice that the undersigned will apply “The ‘ar proximate amount of the Judgment | ‘Seal) A.D... one thousand nin 
g hereof, — t rir day or ebruary to the Essex County Court House, Newark. | to be Satisfied by said sale is the sum of aml fiftv-nine. 
upon whom process may be served), has | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | New Jersey on Thursday, February 18. 1960 f sand Nine Hundred Fifty-Eight | EDWARD J. PATTEN 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 | amd sixty at 10:00 A.M. for a judgment authorizing y-Three Cents ($15,958. 43). Seeretaru of State. <s i 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes EDWARD J. PATTEN, Keith Macey Woodard, infant to assume the the ensts of this sale. L.J Jan 28, Feb. 4. 11 $21" an 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Seerctary of State. name of Keith Macey Le Breton. ark. N. J. 5 January 18. 1960. | ae s 
[a go ge egy 4 ‘ | L.3.—Feb. 11. 18, 25 $21.60 Keith Macey W — NEIL G. DU FFY. Sheriff. i Dat January 8, 1% ‘are 
? . -RE 2. I. the Secretary of | ——— ~— by: Marcella Marie Ie Breton Louis J. Cohen. Attorney. | pF CARTS? Be 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Dated: Jannars 18. 1960 ( tdian Ad Litem L.J Jan. 28. Feb. 4. 11,18 — g33 39 | = pinot gl witttaM FEpMeSD 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the AGNES M. SAYER, deceased. | Citrino & Care Attorneys Aah ’ H 
Fourth day of February, 1960, file in my to the order 7 DAVID H 345 Centre Stre ; Take notice t 1 ] zn rill p aaeebee to the tte 46 SATS 
ie ete Al piece Sel pandas = “ : : ceo ese, ths > d will apply | ER, Surrogate of the County of : 
office a duly exeented and attested consent | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex, | Nutley 10, N. J jt ssex . Court House, | day made on the application of : 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | this day made. on the applieation of the! 1..J.—Jan. 21. 28. Feb. 4, 11 $8.82 | Newark, N. J., ; ‘h 10, 1960 at 10:00 | signed, Administrator of said deceas 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | undersigned, Administrator of said deceased. | — a.m., for a Jndgment to assume the follow- | {gs hereby given to the creditors of § ne 
thereof. which said consent and the record | notice is hereby given to the creditors of TAKE NOTICE that on Thursday, Febru- F names: IR VING RUDY, FLORA BESS Dediion to exhibit to the subscriber now 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 25, 1960, at 10:00 A.M., the undersigned | R r, MICHAEL NEIL RUDY and PAT. | sath or affirmati their claims and dem 
in my said office as provided by law. under oath or affirmation, their claims and ly to the Essex County Court, Law | RICIA ROBERTA RUDY, respectively. \ aaaiaat the scene of said decased withia & 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | demands against the estate of said deceased. | Division, at the Court House in Newark, New | IRVING RUDDOSKY | ceonities from this date, or they wil! 
have hereto set my hand and af-| within six months from this date, or they | Jersey, for a judgment authorizing him to | FLORA BESS RUDDOSKY ever barred from prosecuting or 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | will be forever barred from prosecuting or | assume the name of NICHC HS ADDAMS. | ind. & as natural guardians of | the same against the subscriber 
y 
this Fourth day of February. | recovering the same against the subscriber. NICHOLAS A. NESE, JR. MICHAEL NEIL RUDDOSKY and THE HOWARD SAVINGS I 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | RALPH V. SAYER = - NETT B. ZIMMERMAN, Fsq. PATRICIA ROBE RTA RUDDOSKY ALIS. LYNCH & MALON >Y. 
and sixty STERN & MITCHELL, Attorneys ey for Plaintiff Herbert Kestner. Esq. ats ae 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 18 Claremont Road : a a mmerce Street , 850 Br : Street l9 Clinton Street 
Secretary of State. j Bernardsville, N. J. Newark 2, New Jersey _ | Newark 2, N. J Newark 2. N. J 
1.3J.-Feb. 11. 18 23 $91.60! L.J.—Jan. 21, 28, Feb. 4. 11, 18 L.J.-Jan. 28. Feb. 4. 11, 18 $9.45 L.J.—Feb. 11, 18, 25, Mar. 3 $11.34 | L.J.—Jan. 14. 21, 28. Feb. 4 
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Secretary of State. 

Feb. 4, 11 $21.60 


s 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
/EPARTMENT OF STATE 
RTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Jo all whom these presents may come, 





AS, It appears to my satisfaction 
snticated record of the weneeee, 
e voluntary dissolution ther of 
imous consent of all 







therei n and ‘he charge 
ym process may be served), 
with the requirements of Title 14, 
ns, General, of Revised Statutes 
Jersey, preliminary to the 





» wh 


issuing 








ertificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
ie State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
at the said corporation did, on the 
jay of January, 1960. ; in 








july executed and atteste 


x to the dissolution of said cor- 
xecuted by all the stockholders 
said consent and the re d 





roceedings aforesaid are now 
fice as provided by law. 


on file 








IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
pave hereto set my hand anc f- 
xed my official seal, at Tr 
s Twentieth day of 
Sea A4.D., one thousand nine h 
ud sixty 


DWARD J. PATTEN, 
cretary of State. 
LJ—Jan 28, Feb. 4, 11 $21.6 








the est 
iths from 
¥ de ver barred 





this date, or 
from prosecut 
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* Same against the subs 
VARD SAVINGS INSTITI = 
J HN CONNOLLY, At ney 
a 2 J 
1 11 §, 25. M 
: Dated: January 28 : 
ESTAT F EDITH M. DIMMI 
Z Executor 
L e ereby given to t 
5 decreased, to exhibit t 
Under ” affirmati 
C 3 ag t the estate 
% 1 s from this 
‘ - r ber red from 
tl same against 
WARD SAVINGS 
J IALL, Attorney 
cs. NM J 
F 12. 28: M 
‘EW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
l ILING OF CONSI I 
R TO DISSOLUTION 
presents may rm 
+ t r f 





ce, that the 
& SMITH, ID 
is State. 1 











issulng 0 s ate 

has been filed 
- “ORE, 1, EDW ARD J. PAT- 
S ee - ae" 











TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
ereto set my hand f 
s ‘De 
a Th y-nine. ij 
Ww. ARD J. PATTEN 
etary of State 
4. 11, 18 $21.60 








Dated: January 8, 1960 

ESTATE OF MARY ALICE GAKABRANT, 
deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice 18 hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under Gato or altirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
Within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 








“lp a, Md. | 
-—Jan. 14, 21, 28, Feb. 4, 11 } 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To ali to whom these resents may come 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears te my Satisfaction, | 









by duly _authentit ated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voiuntary di L thereof 

by the unanimous consent stock- 

10 deposited in my office 

GLENFAIR COAT, APRUN & LINEN 

SUPPLY u INC, 

a corporation of this 

# trated ae 

~ fi Ne 





: 4 t 
of Neer: J preliminary 


Ce rtificate 











xf this of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
oe that the said corporation did, on the 

seve jay of January, 1960, file in 
my offic ea at ly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of proceedings aforesaid are now on file 





my 


said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHER EOF, I 
have hereto set my hand 
fixed my official seal, at 

Twenty-seventh day of 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

Fet 4 i, 20 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 


T 
io 


It appears to my satisfaction, 





by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
olders, deposited in my office that 
_ ROSE HILL FARMS, INC. 

a tion of this State, — ose 

tt sit ed N 9 I 

in of Newark, County < 

State f New rsey 1 





being the agent therein ar 1d in charge 


upon whom process may be serred) 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


rf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


f the State of New on sey, Do Hereby 
, 


"NOW, 




















that the said c sean on d 1, on the 
we seventh day Janu 30, file in 
m off ea duly executed ar 7 at sented consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
t executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMON Y WHEREOF, |! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official sed at Trenton 
Twenty-sev h day of J r 
(Seal) A D:, one thoo sand nine 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
I i, 1 1s 
STA o 
ICHOLAS PAI¢ 
i ' 5s Wil 
A 
( OCC « 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
THE MARITIME AGENCY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ottice ated a 0. 112 Bowers Street, in 
the Ci Jers Hudson, 
State of New rnelius A. Shea 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, < Revised Statutes 
inary 


1s Situ 





acl 


ot 






















by law. 
WHEREOF, I 




















hand and af- 
at Trenton, 
this ‘I t lay December, 
Sea!) A.D., ne th and nine hundred 
and fifty 
EDW PATTEN 
secre 8 
I i s 6u 
SLALi , Jbitsbhd 
Vit Awd or | tit Plain 
bhLiF ICAL ISSULU LION 
luv a “hom may cunie 
Greeti . 
Whirdirmias, It l sulislaction 
you proceed 
uss I s therevl 
by the Stock- 
nolders y 
a IT A S 
! ( 
ipun Wil re served). has 
culnplied equiremenuts of Litie 14, 
Corporalivus, Revised Statutes 
of New inary the issuing 
NUW, tHE Kee! FURIE 1 Secretary of 



























































of New Jersey, ai to the issuing 
of this Certificate Dissolution. 

| NOW, THEREFORE , the Secretary of 
State of the State of Ne rsey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said « on the 
I 1959, ile in 

i and attested consent 

SS tion of sald cor- 

all the stockholders 

ynsent and the record 
are now on file | 


| State of the 
( ‘ertify 
M 


Dated: January 25, 1960 
ANNA ANASTASIA McGRATH, 
deceased. 


Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day. made on the application of the 
undersigned, Administrator C.T.A. of said 
deceased, notice is hereby given to the credi- 
tors of said deceased to exhibit to the sub- 
scriber, under oath or affirmation, their 
claims\.and demands against the estate of 
said dece®sed within six months from this 


ESTATE OF 


date, or they will be forever barred from 
prosecuting or recovering the same against 
the subscriber. 
JOHN McKENNA 
A. HERBERT D’AMICO, Attorney 
6U Park Place 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Jan. 28, Feb. 4, 11, 18, 25 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ail to whom these presents may « 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satis! 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution 
by the unanimous consent of all a 
holders, deposited in my office tha 
KENT METAL AND CHE MICAL 
CORPORATION 
a rporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1040 River Road, in 
the Borough of Edgewater, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Gladys Severud, 
ng the agent therein and in charge 
~on whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 
Corporations, General. of Revised 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did. on the 
day of January, 1960, file 


To ome 
action 
proceed- 
there: 

stock- 






has 
14. 





issuing 











ig to the dissolution of said cor- 
n, executed by all the s kholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-second day of January, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand e hnnd 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
1..J.—Jan. 28, Feb. 4, 11 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the 
holders, deposited in my office that 
FIRST NATIONAL REALTY CO., 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 
wood Road in the Vi 
County of Essex, 
(Lionel Tinfow., being 
in charge thereof, 
served). has complied 
le 14, Corporations, 
Statn tes of New Jersey, 
issuing of this Certificate 
NOW THEREFORE, I, 


To 


INC. 

principal 
53 South Ridge 
of South Orange, 
of New Jersey 
agent therein and 





the 
upon whom process may be 


with the requirements 
General, of Revised 
preliminary to the 
of Dissolution. 
the Secretary 





of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-tirst day of December, 1959, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


|} in my said office as provided by law. 


State ot the State New vy, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said mm did, on the | 
Thirty-tirst day 4 em 195¥, tle in 
my ottice a duly executed and d consent 
in writing to the ot said cor- 
ration, executed ail the stockholders 
th f, which said sent and the record 
of the proceedings afo i are now on file 
in my said office as provided by | 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have heret set 1 hand and af 
ixed my at ‘Trenton, 
this Thir of December, 
(Seal) A.D i hundred 
and 1f 
LDWA I TEN 
Secretary St 
Feb, 4 ‘ $21.60 
SLATE OU isk 
VeVAKIM pt IF SLATE 
CLRLIFICAL SSULULLIUON 
Jo alt to whom r may com 
trreeting 
v te Kk: It ” 
b the stock- 
i that 
BROTHERS, INC. 
mid it f i 4 hose principal 
in situate iv Newark Avenue, 
the Cit ( Hudson, 
Frank Harz, 
large thereof, 
served), has 
nts litle 14 
re a RK Statutes 
Issulne 
t secretary of 
ey. Do Herebs 
lid, on tlie 
file in 
t consent 
said cor 
stockholders 
the record 
now or Nie 
aw 
IO) WHEREOF, 1 
~ hand and af- 
ff at Trenton 
December 
hund 
RSEY 
STATE 
SSOLUTION 
nts may come 
satisfaction 


proceed 
thereof 
stock 








€ hat 
AGENCY 
te, whose principal 
rth Broad Street. 




























in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. wh said consent and the record 
of the proceedings groin ys are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 
nave hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Thirty-first day of December 
Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-nine. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
J Tan 28. Feb. 4, 11 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ' 
To all to whom these presents may come, | ; 
Greeting: | 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authent ted record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | i 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
) deposited in my office that 
BORRAM REALTY CO 
i of this State. whose principa 











IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Thirty-first day of December. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and fifty-nine. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

J Jan 28, Feb. 4, 11 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEVARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, | 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the tary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
boiders, deposited in my office that 
PAULINE FRAN( IS BEAUTY SALON INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 














is situated at No. 20 East Madison Ave- 
in the Borough of Dumont, County of Ber 
, State of New Jersey (Felix M. Angelillis, 

i the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuinz 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-first day of December, 1959, file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 












est Chestnut 
County of 
y Schle nger 









ited 





Thie ate of New 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 





of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Nineteenth day of January, 1960. file in 


nty of Union, 
t rreenbaum 
1 » there- 
be has 
ts tle 14 
y Statutes 
t ssuing 
he Secretary of 
rsey, Do Hereby 
t did. on the 
y r, 19% file in 
my office a duly exeented i attested consent 
in writing to tl liss« ) f said cor- 
poration, t a t ockholders 
thereof saaee ier 
f th ¢ 7 file 
n my s opr 
( > I 
and and af 
f December 
(Sea , . hundred 
) $21.60 
January 6, 1960 
( 8 I MACKIN, de- 
the rof DAVID H. WIEN- 
oR r t et Count f Essex, this 
day made on the atior f the under- 
signed, Executors of sa leceased, notice is 
hereby given rs of said deceased 
to exhibit s s nder oath or 
affirmation. the ds against | 
the estate of said de ‘ six months 
from this date, or t w he D 
from prosecuting rw ring the same 
against the subscribers 
MARION S. MACKIN 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
OF NEWARK 
ALBERT R. JUBF Attorner 
810 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
IL.J.—Jan. 14. 21. 28. Feb. 4. 11 


my office a dniy executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as nrovided by la 
WHEREOP 1 


IN TPSTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Nineteenth dar of January. 
(Seal) AD., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixt 
EDWARD J. PATTFEN. 
Secretary of State. 
AP Tan 28. Feh. 4. 11 $21.60 


thereof, | 


Statutes | 


second in} 
sthite a duly executed and attested consent | 


stock- | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
lo alt to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

P.A.D. REALTY COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose princijxil 
office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Frank J. Guarini, Sr., 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 











upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certincate of Dissevlution. 
NUW THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
I'wenty-ninth day of January, 1960, file in 
wy vifice a duly executed and altested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings afuresaid are now on file 
|} in my said ottice as provided by law. 
| IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
| have hereto set my hand and at 
fixed my oflicial seal, at ‘Trenton. 
| this Twenty-ninth day of January, 
| (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 

| EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of state. 

j} J. Feb. 4, 11, 38 S21.60 
SALE OF NEW ae RSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF SLATE 























CERTIFICATE Ut Dissent LION 
lo all to whom these presents may ¢ 
| Greeting 
| WHEREAS, stu 
| by fury auth > proce 
| ings tor 1 there 
} by the ur a stoel 
} holders, de d in my oftice tha 
| PeCUMSEH DEVELOPMENT CORP. 
}a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ottice is situated at No. 1143 East Jersey 
Street, in tl ity of Elizabeth, County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Saul Neivert 
being the agent therein and in charge thervo 
| upon whom process may be served), has 
|} complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 

















of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
pha of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
rtify that the said corporation did, on the 
| Secon seventh of January, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
| in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| the reof, which said consent and the record 
lof th proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
/in my said office as provided by 1 
IN TESTIMONY WHE oF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
tixed my official seal, at Trento 
this Twenty-seventh day of 
(Seal) A.D one thousand nine 
| and sixty 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
...F.—Feb.. 4, 21,18 $21.60 
| ——— 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
| CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| To ali to whom these presents may come 
| 


Greeting 
WHEREAS. 
duly authenticated 


It appears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed 
for the voluntary dissolution there 
the unanimous consent of all the stock 

ders. deposited in my office that 
FERNWAKE INVESTMENT CO. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 1039 Springfield Ave- 

the Town of Irvington, County of Es- 


} by 
ings 
by 

| ho 


nue 




































sex, State of New Jersey (William Newman, 
being the agent therein and in charge thervo 
|}upon whom process may be served) hb 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14 
| Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
lof New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

f this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary « 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ti that the said corporation did, on tli 
Twenty-second day of January, 1960, file in 
my office a duly exeented and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
porat executed by all the stockhold 
thereof. which said consent and the ree 
of the proceedings aforesaid file 
n mv said office as provided 

IN TESTIMONY I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal at 1 
this Twenty-second day of | 

(Seal) A.D one thous: ind ine 
ind sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

LJ Jar 28, Feb. 4, 11 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW — 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 

CERTIFIC ATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presents may come 

| t It appears to my satisfacti 

by nticated record of the procee:l 

, tary ition thereof 

s consent of all the stogk 
deposite my office that 

| “TRANSPORT SERVICE CORP. 

a corporation of this State vhose princi 

iftice is situated at No. 1180 Raymond Boule- 
vard, in the City of Newark, County of Es- 

J ey (Charles Handler 
id in charge the: 

i be served) i 
er t irements of Title ; 
( Gr Revised Statu 

f P es te the 

f this Certificate of lutic 

NOW “THEREFOR I, the " eeraeki if 
Stat e of the State of New Jersey, Do Her rebr 
Certify that the said corporation did, on th 
went xt lay of ry, 1960. fil 

ffi 1 attested consent 

n wr lissolntion of sa id Cor- 

rat ~ all a 

i therea onse 
| f the resa 
I. CESTIMONY. 
have iin aa oe 
xed ( ’ 
. . + } 

S 4D ne t « ¢ 
ind sivxt 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Seeretarn of State 

o.5 t » £ TT 1S 871.60 

Dated Febr v 1 1960 

STATE OF CEPHAS I SHI! {LES de- 

| Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


of the Connty of Essex, 
the application of the 
said deceased, 
the creditors of 


| WIENER, Surrogate 










to 


deceased, to the subscribers, 
vath affirmation. their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased 
six months from this date, or they 
forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the snbscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
FLLA DANIEL SHIRLEY 
MRS. CLYDE A. ALLEN 
DOKIS S. ALLEN) 
| TACOR & MARTIN S. FOX. Attorne 
|} 790 Broad Street 
} Newark 2 . 
L.2 Fb. 4. 11. 18. 25. Mar. 3 
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Justice Black To Lecture Cites John Marshall Ruling To Purge Contempt 


At N.Y.U. 


Hugo L. Black, senior associate | 


justice of the Supreme Court of} 


the United States, will deliver the 
New York University School of 
Law’s first James Madison Lecture 
on Wednesday, February 17. 


Justice Black will speak on “The | 
before some 500) 


Bill of Rights” 
students, faculty members, and 
alumni of the school. The pro- 
gram is scheduled for 8 p.m. in 
the auditorium of Arthur T. Van- 
derbilt Hall, 40 Washington Square 
South. 
and Mrs. Black will follow in the 
Law Club Lounge of Vanderbilt 
Hall 

The James Madison Lecture will 
be given each year by a member 
of the federal judiciary. The lec- 
turer is to choose a topic that re- 
lates to the Constitution and the 
Bill of Rights. 

James Madison, then a leader 
of the first House of Representa- 
tives, drafted the Bill of Rights 
in New York City. At that time 
(1789) New York was the nation’s 
capital. 

The 1960 Madison Lecture is the 
first event in a series of programs 
and conferences that will mark 
this year’s 125th anniversary of 


the founding of the New York) 
The | 


University School of Law. 
School’s founder and first dean 
was Benjamin F. Butler, the only 
man in American history to hold 
two presidential cabinet positions 
concurrently. He served as both 


ied with contempt of court for 


A reception for Justice | 


| 


For Refusal To Testify | 


Philadelphia (ACCN) The |; been warned before making her | 
Pennsylvania Supreme Court in- | statement that it could be used | 
voked a ruling by the first chief | against her, “this could not be} 
justice of the United States to | tortured into an assumption that | 
free a 19-year-old woman charg- 





and that, from then on, 
could be compelled willy-nilly | 
to reply to any hostile question | 
put to her, 

Musmanno concluded that 
Barbara Ann could not be held 


refusing to testify in an abortion 
case. 

Barbara Ann Snyder had been 
held in contempt for refusing to 
testify at the trial of a Dr. Wil- 
liam H. Fisher, charged with 





Barbara had abandoned what | EXC! 
the Constitution guaranteed her, | 
she r : 


’ Musmanno said. - 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY | EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
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(oan Snyder, her sister, Dolores | three powerful elements, C. Ar-| 
— = tg frit | dent of the Nationa! Association | 
i twee pyc Wicher ach of Real Estate Boards, declared | 
charged with abortion. | here Tuesday evening. 


When Barbara Ann refused to| He identified the three ser 
testify, the trial judge reminded |°™S 4S the tight market for 
mortgage funds, the desire of 


her that she had made a state- 
ment about the case to police 
earlier and that this statement 
had “constituted a waiver of her 
constitutional . . . rights.” 
Musmanno quoted the first 
U.S. chief justice, John Marshall, 
as saying that the constitutional 
ban against self-incrimination 
cannot be waived by earlier 
statements because “this would 


many of the six out of 10 famil- 
ies who now own homes to ob- 
tain ones better suited to their 
needs, and an improved trade- 
in program of the Federal Hous- 
ing Administration. 

“The hub of the matter,” he 
told his associates, “lies in en- 
abling home owners desirous of 
purchasing new or better-suited 


this year under the impetus of |! 


mel Nutter, Camaen, N.J., presi- | « 
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attorney general and secretary of 


war during Andrew Jackson’s ad- | be 


ministration. He also was attor- | self-incrimination almost worth- 
ney general in Martin Van Buren’s | less.” 
cabinet. Although Barbara Ann _ had | 


rendering the rule against 
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quarters to convert the equities 
they hold in their present pro- 
perties to cash. It is in this situ- 





ation that realtors’ will find 
;}their knowledge of _ trade-in 
| techniques of particular value} 


He cited the “simplified and 


| streamlined trade-in program of 


| 
to these clients.” | 
| 


the Federal Housing Administra- | 
tion” 


| transactions. 


As this program now stands, a 
realtor or a builder may secure 
the same insured financing that | 


mortgage amount is placed in 
escrow until the house is sold 
to a satisfactory purchaser with- 
in 18 months. ‘ 

If such a purchaser is not 
found within this period, the 
escrow amount is credited to the 
principal of the mortgage and 
the monthly payments are re- | 
duced. 

“Syndicates will be formed to 
purchase these trade-in homes 
just as the automobile dealer 
approaches his used car,” Nutter 
predicted. “The homes will be 
reconditioned and improved and 
then put on the market for re- 
sale and thereby improve our 
American way of life. This pro- 
cess is a very important one and 
will raise the standard of living 
of many families of America. 

“IT commend this program... 
to you as an incentive in this 


tight money market.” 
Aoneunaument 
Victor Friedman has become 
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